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Mr. Speaker, I will take the hazard of being mis- 
understood, and will vote my convictions of duty. 


| withdraw my motion. 
The main question was then taken, and resulted 


as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Stephen Adams, 
Amold, Ashmun, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, 
Bell, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, 
Brodiiead, Milton Brown, Buflington, Burt, W. W. ¢ amp 
pell, J. H. Campbell, Carroll, J.G. hapman, A. A. hap- 
man, R. Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cocke, ¢ ollamer, € ollin, 
Constable, Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Daniel, Dargan, Gar- 
ret Davis, Jefferson Davis, Delano, Dillingham, Dixon, Dob- 
bin, Dockery, Dunlap, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. 
Ewing, Foot, Foster, Garvin, Gentry, Giles, Goodyear, Gra- 
ham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Haralson, 
Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, E. B. Holmes, I. E. Holmes, Hop- 
kins, Hough, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hubbard, 
Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Seaborn Jones, D. P. King, T. B. King, Lawrence, 
Leake, Lewis, Levin, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McConnell, 
McCrate, James McDowell, McGaughey, McHenry, Mell- 
vaine, MeKay, Marsh, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, 
Miller, Morse, Moseley, Owen, Payne, Pendleton, Phelps, 
Pollock, Price, Ritter, Roberts, Julius Rockwell, John A. 
Rockwell, Root, Runk, Sawtelle, Schenck, Seaman, Sed- 
don, Severance, Simpson, Truman Smith, Albert Sinith, 
C. B. Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Strong, 
Sykes, Thomasson, B. Thompson, Jacob ‘Thompson, Tilden, 
Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, White, Williams, Wood, Wood 
ruff, Woodward, Wright, Yancey, Yell, and Yost—l12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, William G. Brown, Cathcart, 
Chipman, Cobb, Cummins, Cunningham, De Mott, Dong- 
fass, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Gordon, Harmanson, Henley, 
Hoge, George 8. Houston, James B. Hunt, James H. John- 
son, Andrew Johnson, Kennedy, Preston King, Leib, Me- 
Clelland, MeClernand, Morris, Moulton, Norris, Parrish, 
Perrill, Pettit, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Sawyer, Scammon, 
Leonard H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stark- 
weather, St. John, Thurman, Tibbatts, Wentworth, Whea- 
ton, and Wick—46. 

So the House agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference, and the joint resolution of the 
House was amended accordingly. ; 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved a reconsideration of 
the vote, and demanded the previous question; 
which was seconded. » 

The main question was ordered, and, being taken, 
the vote was not reconsidered. 

Whereupon the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions and memorials were pre- 


sented, under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 


By Mr. HARMANSON: The petition of W. W. Wall, | 


for the location of a certain tract of land in Louisiana. 

By Mr. GRINNELL: The petition of citizens of ‘Truro, 
Massachusetts, asking for a continuance of the allowance to 
the owners and crews of vessels there employed in the fish- 
eries. The memorial of the representatives of the religious 
society of Friends for the States of New York, Vermont, 
Michigan, and some parts adjacent, against war. 

By Mr. ROBERT SMITH: The memorial of alarge num- 
ber of citizens of St. Clair county, Illinois, asserting our 
right and title to the whole of Oregon up to 54° 40! north 
Jatitude, and praying Congress to extend our laws over the 
territory, and to adopt active and efficent measures to pro- 


tect our settlers in Oregon: referred to the Committee on | 


Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POLLOCK: The petition of J. McKinney and 
128 others, citizens of Lycoming county, Pennsylvania, re 
monstrating against any ulteration or reduction of the tariff 
uct of 1842. 


By Mr. STRONG: The remonstrance of E. B. Phelps and 
others, inhabitants of ‘Tioga county, and also from Alanson 


Coats and others, citizens of Courtland county, New York, | 


against granting a renewal of Wood’s patent plow to Benja- 


min H. Wood or to any other person: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 


proposing to relinquish for public use, for a consideration, 
to be paid by the Government of the United States, his al- 
eged invention of the means of discovering, at all times and 
places, the declination or variations of the magnetic needle. 


By Mr. M. L. MARTIN: The petition of eitizensof Rock | 
county, Wisconsin, for a mail-route from Jonesville to Chris- | 


Uana, via Catfish and Albion. The petitions of citizens of 
Dodge county for a mail-route from Watertown to Wam- 


pum. The memorial of the legislative asseinbly of Wiscon- 


sin relative to the claim of Major E. Dickinson. 


By Mr. HENLEY: The petition of James Warman, of || 
Indiana, Praying compensation for a horse lost in ranging | 
Service in the year 1832: referred to the Committee of 


Claims. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, April 24, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read. 
A suggestion was made by Mr. RATHBUN, 
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which was understood to be, that his colleague, 
{Mr. Mactay,}] who had voted yesterday in the 
negative on concurring in the report of the Com- 
mittee of Conference, was recorded as voting in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. Mac ay not being in his seat, a motion to 
amend was entered, and laid over for the present. 

Mr. McKAY, on leave given, reported back, 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, the bill 
heretofore referred to it, with sundry amendments 
thereto by the Senate. It was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McKAY asked leave to submit a motion to 
print 1,000 extra copies of the revenue bill. 

Mr. STEWART suggested a larger number; 
that designated not being, he thought, sufficient. 

Mr. McK AY said, if there was any objection, 
he would withdraw the motion. 

Mr. STEWART said, no objection; all he de- 
sired was, that a large number should be printed. 

Mr. McKAY withdrew his motion. 

Mr. STEWART renewed it. 

But objections being made, the motion was not 
entertained. 

Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported correct the joint resolution of 
notice concerning the Oregon territory. 

And the Speaker signed the said resolution. 

LICENSING OF CANAL BOATS. 

The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table to be the bill in relation 
to the licensing, &e. of canal boats, the pending 
question being on the motion of Mr. Bropurap, 

| to add a section repealing all acts and parts of acts 
inconsistent with the bill. 

Mr. GRINNELL, who commenced some re- 


marks on the bill yesterday, but was interrupted 


|| 7 the report of the conferees on the Oregon res- 


| olutions, resumed to-day, and said: If the present 


|| bill should become a law, it would make many 


innovations upon the system now established for 
the security of the revenue; the law now requires 
all vessels enrolled and licensed having on board a 
certain amount of foreign goods to deliver a mani- 
fest of the cargo to the collector, and obtain a clear- 
ance for the port she is bound to, and on arrival to 
enter and deliver a manifest of the cargo on board, 
and obtain a permit to land; by this the custom- 
house officers have a knowledge of the cargoes of 
these vessels, and can detect any articles that have 
not paid duty. If this bill passes it would repeal 
this provision of the law of 1793, so far as it is 
applicable to canal boats. Mr. G. said it was dan- 


gerous to attempt in this way to exempt a particu- | 


lar class of vessels from a general system, which 
was established with great care, and had succeeded 
so well in guarding the revenue. By this bill canal 

| boats may take full cargoes of foreign goods sub- 
ject to duty, without clearing or entering at the 
custom-house, thus opening a door for enormous 
frauds on the revenue. : 

| He was disposed to relieve the canal boats from 


ared a substitute for the bill under consideration. 
he substitute provides that the enrolment, license, 
| or register shall be granted free, and that the men 


jected to the payment of hospital money, nor en- 
| titled to the privileges of the marine hospitals; and 
that canal boats shall not be libelled for the wages 


them. He observed, that when canal boats enter 
upon the rivers and bays, in ports of entry or de- 


as other vessels employed in the coasting trade, or 
the revenue would be defrauded. By his substi- 
tute they are relieved from all expense for their 
papers, and the crews from the payment of hospi- 
| tal money. Mr. G. said that, having administered, 


plied with its provisions as a ship-owner, he knew 
its provisions to be salutary: it was drawn with 
great skill, and had stood the test of time; he 
therefore felt the more hesitation in repealing or 
relaxing any part of it. The substitute concedes 


all restrictions so far as it could be done with safe- | 
ty to the revenue, and for this purpose he had pre- | 


|| employed on board canal boats shall not be sub- | 
By Mr. MOSELEY: The memorial of John R. St. John, || 


of any ge who may be employed on board of | 


| livery, they ought to be subjected to the same laws | 


as a custom-house officer, the act of 1793, and com-_ 
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all to the owners of canal boats and to their crews 
that could Le done with safety. Mr. G. concluded 
by moving the following substitute: 

“That the owner or owners, iuaster or captain, or other 
person, employed in navigating canal boats, without masts 
or steam power, now by law required to be registered, h 
censed, or enrolled and leensed, sliail not be required to 
pay any marine hospital tax or money; nor shall the pet 
sons employed to navigate such boats receive any benefit 
or advantage from the marine hospital Cund; nor shall suelh 
owner or owners, Hitester or eaphun, or other porsons, be 
required to pay fees, or make any compensation, for such 
register, license, or enrolment and license; nor shall any 
such boat be subjeet to be libelled in any of the United 
States courts, for the wages of any person or persons who 


may be employed on board thereof, or in navigating the 
sane. 


“Sec. 2. and be it further enacted, ‘That all acts and parts 
oft acts repugnant to the provisions of this act be, and the 
same are hereby, repented.’ 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL did not think the sub- 
stitute would meet the objects intended to be ac- 
complished. He had seen a correspondence be- 
tween officers of the Government and persons in- 
terested in these boats, which did not contemplate 
the leensing of canal boats at all. The act from 
the operation of which it was desired to exempt 
these boats was passed in 1793, when there was 
no such thing asa canal in the country; it was, 
therefore, passed without any reference whatever 
to the class of boats which it was now wished to 
relieve from the hardships and inconveniences of 
its operation. Mr. I. then went on to deseribe, in 
grap Lic terms, the difference between the vessels 
contemplated by the law of 1793 and the canal 
boats now in use, and showed its entire inapplica- 
bility to these boats, as well as the great injustice 
of subjecting them to its operation. 

Mr. POLLOCK said the argument of his col- 
league [Mr. J. R. Incersori| was conclusive 
against the application of the act of 1793 to eanal 
boats. He was opposed to the substitute moved by 
Mr. GrinneEwn, and was in favor of the original 
bill, as reported by his other colleague, [Mr. Bron 
HEAD.] Mr. P. answered the arguments of Mr. 
GRINNELL, and entered into further details of the 
construction of canal boats, the business in which 
they are engaged, and their equipment and crews, 
to illustrate the great hardships of subjecting them 
to the operation of the act of 1793. 

Mr. McK AY said this bill had already taken up 
a good deal of time, and although it might be very 
important in the estimation of some gentlemen, 
who were particularly interested in it, he hoped that 
the debate might be brought toa close. But before 
this was done, he asked permission to say a word 
ortwo. There were various laws regulating the 
terms on which the foreign and domestic trade were 
to be carried on. The owners of vessels were re- 
quired to take out particular papers. Those en- 
gaged in the foreign trade were required to be regis- 
tered; those in the internal or coasting trade to be 
enrolled and licensed. ‘The object was to prevent 
frauds on the revenue; and another important ob- 
ject, in relation to the coasting trade, proposed to be 
accomplished by these laws, was, that the monopo- 
ly of the coasting or internal trade of the country 
should be secured to ourown citizens. Mr. McK. 
argued that this object would be defeated by the 

bill, since, if it passed, any foreigner might engage 
in the trade. He examined several of the other pro- 
visions, with a view to show their objectionable 
character, and concluded by moving that the bill be 
laid on the table. And on that motion he asked 


+, the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 


Mr. BRODHEAD and Mr. RATHBUN made 
an ineffectual appeal to Mr. McKay to withdraw 
the motion. 

The question, ‘‘Shall this bill be laid on the ta- 
ble ??? was then taken, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Arnold, Ashmun, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Biggs, Buffington, Chase, Cobb, Cranston, 
Cullom, Jefierson Davis, Dobbin, Douglass, Ficklin, Gordon, 

| Graham, Grinnell, Haralson, Harmanson, Hopkins, George 
8. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hudson, Daniel P. King, 
Ligon, MeClernand, McCrate, MeKay, Moulton, Price, 
Reid, Roberts, Scammon, Simpson, Stephens, Thibodeaux, 
Benjamin Thompson, Woodward, and Yancey—4l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Jolin Q. Adams, Anderson, Bell, Brock- 
enbrough, Brodhead, William W. Campbell, John H. Camp- 
bell, Carroll, Cathcart, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Collin, 
Constable, Cunningham, De Mott, Dixon, Dockery, Duntap, 
Erdman, John H. Ewing, Faran, Foot, Foster, Fries, Giles, 
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Grider, Grover, Hamlin, Harper, Ilenley, Herriek, Hilliard, 
Hough, Elias B. Holmes, Hoge, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hanger 
ford. Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Inger- 
sell, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Joveph Johnson, Andrew John 
eon. Kennedy, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, Leib, 
lewis, Levin, Long, Lumpkin, McClelland, McGaughey, 
Medivaine, Marsh, Barkley Martin, Morrie, Mor-e, Moseley, 
Norris, Owen, Parrish, Perrill, Petit, Phelps, Pollock, Rath 
bun, Retfe, Ritts, John A. Rockwell, Root, Fawtelle, 
Sehenck, Beaman, Seddon, Severance, Leonard H. Sims, 
Tronan Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert 
Nmith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, &t. John, Strong, 
By ke ‘Thomasson, Jacob Thompson, ‘Thurman, ‘Tibbatts, 
Tilden, Truombo, Vanee, Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
White, Williams, Wilmot, Woodruil, Wright, Yell, and 
you 1. 


So the bill was not laid on the table. 

And the question recurring on the substitute— 

Mr. HAMLIN said he voted against laying the 
bill on the table, althouch he would have voted 
orainat the original bill, which he could not ap- 
prove, lle voted agwainstthe motion to lay on the 
table, because he wished to amend it, and make it 
such as he could approve; and the confidence he 
had in the pra | knowledee of the ventleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Grywewy] led him to 
beleve that the furine dine othe had propos d would 
do that. Lhe hould therefore vote for that amend 
ment, and then vote for the passage of the bill. 
Mr. Hl. then ¢ xpl uned his views of the sul yect at 


| 
1 


lenvth, and stated the frauds which he believed 


would certainly follow the passage of the bill, if 
canal boats were exempt from the necessity of 
taking out license », registers, or ¢ rolments. He 


would exempt them from the payment of all cus- 
tom-house fees, and from the payment of hospital 
money, and from taxation of all Kinds, 

Mr. McCLELLAND said the subject was fully 
understood and discussed at the last session, and 
he thoucht it was well understood now. He was 
opposed to the original bill, and in favor of Mr. 
GRINNELL’s substitute. He cure d how these 
boats had gotten alone with thew business here- 
tofore ? 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said it was not until 
lately that the law had been enforced against them. 

Mr. McCLELLAN Ddid not know how it might 
be with canals in Pennsylvania, but with respect 
to these in New York the law had long since been 
enforced. He thought it was the first duty of the 
Hlouse to guard the revenue, which he really be- 
lieved would be much endangered by the passage 
of the bill. He would vote for the substitute offered 
by Mr. Grinnexct to relieve them from hospital 
dues. Further than that he was not disposed to go. 

Mr. BRODHEAD was anxious that the debate 
should be brought toa close. The substitute, it 
was true, relieved the class of persons embraced in 
the bill from some of the evils and difficulties of 
which they complained, but it did not obviate the 
main difficulty existing under the act of 1793. He 
would ask that the bill and proposed substitute 
might be read, so that in voting on the different 
propositions gentlemen might understand distinctly 
on what they were voting. 

The bill and substitute having been read by the 
Clerk— 

Mr. BRODITEAD demanded the previous ques- 
tion, but withdrew the demand on pledge of re- 
newal by 

Mr. P. KING, who said a few words in reply to 
Mr. McKay, and expressed the opinion that the 
substitute, whilst it obviated all the dangers appre- 
hended from the original bill, would accomplish all 
the beneficial ends sought to be attained. 

Mr. K., in redemption of his pledge, renewed 
the demand for the previous question, which was 
seconded. 

The main question was ordered, and the substi- 
tute of Mr. Guinnecy was adopted. 

The bill, as thus amended, was then ordered to 
a third reading now; 

And having been read a third time, was passed. 

Several suggestions for the amendment of the 
title were made— 

When finally, on motion of Mr. McKAY, it 
was amended so as to read, ‘A bill to except canal 
boats from the payment of fees and hospital mo- 
ney. 

THE POST OFFICE. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Tnomrson, of Mississippi, in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of the bill 
making appropriations for the service of the Post 
tog Department, for the year ending 30th June, 
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The bill was read as follows: 

Le it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
7* United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the following sums of moncy be, and the same are hereby, | 
appropriated for the service of the Post Office Department, 
for the year ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred 
and forty-seven, out of any moneys in the ‘Treasury arising 
from the revenues of the said departinent, in contormity to 
the act of the second of July, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
SIX, namely: 

lor transportation of the mails, three millions and fifty 
thou-and dollars ; 

hor compensation of Postmasters, one million dollars ; 

For ship, steamboat, and way letters, twelve thousand 
dollars: 

For wrapping-paper, sixtcen thousand dollars 5 

Por office furniture, (for post oilices,) tuur thousand dol- 
lars; 
For advertising, thirty tiousand dollars ; 

For mail bags, twenty thou-and dollars 5 

For blanks, seventeen thousand doilars; 

Por maillocks, keys, and stumps, four thousand dollars ; 
Por mail depredations aad special agents, thi:teen thou 
sand dollars ; 

For clerks for offices, (for offices of postmasters,) two 
hundred thousand dollars ; 

For miseellaneous, fifty thousand dollars. 

See. 2. And Le it further enucted, That in case the reve- 
nnes of the department, referred toin the first section of this 
act, shall prove jisutlicient to mect the foregoing appropria 
tions, thea any deficiency that may thus arise shall be paid 
out of any moneys in tre treasury not otherwise appropria- 
ted: Provided, That nothing herein Contained shail be con- 
strued to authorize any payment to supply a deficiency in 
the appropriation for compensation of postiasters. 

Mr. McKAY moved the following amendment: 

After the word mails, in 9th line, Ist section, in- 
sert, ** including $25,000 for the line of mail steam- 
ers from New York to Bremen,” and strike out 
© 50,000” and insert * 75,000.”" 

In of this amendment, 

Mr. McKAY said, it would be recollected that 
at the last Congress, a law had been passed au- 
thorizing the Postmaster General to make a con- 
tract for mail steamers. A contract had been made. 
In a communication which the Postinaster General | 
had addressed to the House, (No. 237,) he stated 
that fact, and asked an appropriation of $25,000. 
Mr. McK. would not take up the time of the com- 
mittee in reading the communication; gentlemen 
could examine it for themsclves. 

Mr. T. B. KING said he would greatly prefer | 
that the subject, which had thus come very sud- 
denly upon the committee, should be more thor- 
oughly examined before an appropriation was 
made sanctioning any contract by the Postmaster 
General. He (Mr. K.) was by no means prepared 
to give his sanction to this contract. It might be 
vise and proper; he was not about either to con- 
demn or approve it at present. But he doubted 
whether it was expedient that the particular meas- 
ure recommended by the Postmaster Gencral 
should be adopted. If the Postmaster General 
thought that the department would be reimbursed 
by the transportation of the mails, he (Mr. K.) 
thought he would be mistaken. He (Mr. K.) was 
not at this moment prepared to show the advan- 
tazes to be derived, or the difficulties to be encoun; 
tered in the particular route recommended. What 
he desired was, that the House should not act pre- | 
cipitately; and when they did act, he wished to 
see such measures adopted as would secure all the 
objects sought to be accomplished. He thought 
the subject had not yet been sufficiently investiga- 
ted, and he desired, therefore, that the bill should | 
be laid aside for a few days. He wished it to be 
understood that he had no feeling of hostility to 
the route recommended; but he had his doubts in 
relation to it, 

Mr. McKAY was surprised that the gentleman 
should object to taking up the bill at this ume, 
considering that we were in the fifth month of the 
session. ‘The Postmaster General had made his 
report on the subject early in March. It was re- 
»* 7° . J > “4 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, and an elaborate report in favor of 
confirming the contract with Mr. Mills was made 
by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hiuiarp. } 
That gentleman could furnish all the facts which 
the gentleman from Georgia wished. 

Mr. T. B. KLNG had not been surprised at the 
bill itself, but at finding this proposition in it, 

Mr. HILLIARD believed (he said) that the 
rentleman from Georgia was mistaken in some of 
his views on this subject, and that he could set him 
right. The gentleman approved of the object, but 
wanted a general system, and wished particularly | 
to have a line to Liverpool and to the Pacific ocean. | 
It was not fair to make the Atlantic line depend on 
the success of other enterprises, and we must begin | 
somewhere. ‘The committee had believed that | 
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this line would reimburse the Government almost 
immediately, and it ought not to be attached to any 
other system. Should the enterprise fail, it yoy) 
be thrown back for halfa century. As to the qn 
tion why the British Queen did not suceeo). 
could speak very positively, for he was in Belon, 
when the experiment was made and when it {; « 
No steamer was ever constructed so badly: ay| 
was risking one’s life to sail in her. The Beloian 
Government, finding that she was unsafe, took he r 
to pieces, and sold the machinery. Another ry én 
was, that but a single vessel was selected for t}; 
communication, and the enterprise was not eo). 
ducted with sufficient skill and perseverance, 
What advantage, (asked Mr. H.,) would there 
be in entering into a contest with the larze lines to 
Liverpool? Cowes was as accessible as Liver. 
pool, and was nearer to London, and possess 
many advantages for speedy communieation yi: 
all parts of Europe. No route could possilly jy» 
sess so many important advantages as that whic), 
the Postmaster General had selected. What wa: 
the aspect of the question? Proposals were offered 
and bids made under a law of Congress, and 4) 
Postmaster General had entered into a contyac 
with guaranties, for a certain line of steam: is, an 
he submitted it to the House for confirmation. |: 
had been examined by the committee and ap. 
proved; and now, for the first time, an objection 
was made to it. Why embarrass this with any 
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| other line? We were not here to subserve any 


private or individual interests. T'wenty-five thon. 
sand dollars was the whole amount of the appropri- 
ation now asked, and it was to fulfil the contract of 
the first quarter, after the first steamer should be 
put on the line. The whole amount to be paid for 
the service of four steamers was $400,000. The 
sritish Government paid $450,000 to the Cunard 
line, and it more than paid its expenses; and he did 
not doubt that this line would yield ample returns, 
not only in pecuniary profit, but in intelligence, in 
the promotion of commercial enterprise, and in th: 
diffusion of a knowledge of American institutions. 

Mr. McCLERNAND here asked whether th: 
steamers were under contract? and when this line 
was to be put in operation? He wished to know, 
too, whether we were to advance the mon y for 
building the steamers? 

Mr. HILLIARD explained that one of the 
steamers would be ready next spring, and that the 
Government did not advance one cent towards 
their construction. The Postmaster General did 
not ask the contractor to build the steamers until 
the appropriation was made. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Then the object is to 
ratify the contract. 

Mr. T. B. KING asked for the reading of the 
contract. He had, he said, never seen it, and 


could not say that he would vote for its ratification 


until it had been examined. He wished to have 
the contract read for the information of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HOPKINS explained that several bids were 
offered, according to the proposals, and that the 
lowest one was accepted. 

Mr. BARKLEY MARTIN begged leave to 
state, that the document containing the contract had 
been in the gentleman’s box for ten days, and that 
it was his own fault if the gentleman was not bet- 


| ter informed as to the terms of the contract. He 


did not think the action of the House ought to be 
delayed on this subject on account of the objec- 
tions of the gentleman from Georgia. The gen- 
tleman was not opposed to the object contemplated, 
but he opposed the bill because the line did not con- 
nect directly with Liverpool. Should the House 
delay their action for the accommodation of a gen 
tleman who had not informed himself on the sub- 
ject, though he had attempted to enlighten the 
‘Louse upon it? 

Mr. T. B. KUNG said, the gentleman had mis- 
understood him. He had not said that he was op- 
posed to the bill. On the contrary, he was inclined 
to sustain it, and he had professed no great igno- 
rance about the measure. He had merely desired 
a temporary delay. ; 

TheClerk here read that part of the report which 
relates to the contract with Mr. Mills. 

Mr. T. B. KING said he found the contract to 
be much the same as he had supposed. He would 
contrast it in some respects with the British mail- 
steamer service. The British mail steamers were 
built under direction of the Admiralty; they were 
required to carry an armament on board; they were 
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commanded by navy officers ; and they were obliged || 
«carry a certain number of persons connected || 
«ith the Government. He did not find that any || 
af these objects were secured by the proposed con- ,, 
vact, Now, he would ask, of what use would 
cheae steamers be in time of war? The British 
ceamers were used for a number of purposes, to 
which they could net be applied by us. They were || 
-sed to transport troops to their distant colonies, 
wnd to tow line-of-battle ships. ‘The insular posi- 
cam of Great Britain also rendered it necessary for 
her to employ steam vessels to prevent an enemy 
from landing on her shores. All these things had 
induced the British Government to go largely into 
the employment of steamers. When the United | 
States should begin to employ such vessels, he || 
oped they would do it in an effectual manner. ‘The | 
old mode of constructing steam ships would render | 
sem perfeetly useless for fighting purposes. If the 
machinery Was not put out of the reach of shot, the 
money would be thrown away. The magazine | 
sight as well be between decks as the boiler. If 
ietter vessels could not be produced than upon the 
oid mode, it would be useless to build any. The 
machinery must be protected by being placed below 
the water line. The Missouri and the Mississippi | 
frivates had cost $750,000 each, and were utterly 
These vessels and the Union also, were 
atotal loss. The old Fulton had cost $500,000, 
ond was never able to stand a single broadside. A 
four-pound shot would blow her up sky-high. | 
Such improvements ought to be adopted as would 
adapt the steamers to war purposes. The British | 
sieamers were commanded by navy officers—and 
why? Because the old salts in the navy were un- | 
quainted with the management of war steamers, | 
ud it was the design of the Government to ac- | 
quaint them with that species of service. He | 
thought we were going too looscly into this mat- 
ier; and it was to the manner of going into it that | 
lie objected. The improvements which he had 

uggested had not yet been fully accomplished; 1] 
aud he desired that they should be. The gentle- 
wan from Alabama [Mr. Hatuiarp] had said that 
inere ought to be no personal feeling in this matter. 
‘The gentleman could not suppose him to have | 
‘ny. He had no personal feeling connected with | 
any one in this matter. What he wished was, that || 
we should go into this thing with our eyes open, || 
ond that the country should not be deceived into a 
reliance on these steamers for war purposes, and | 
‘hen find them to be utterly useless. Not one of || 
the Cunard line was fit to go into battle, nor any || 
{ the old steamers. They might do to transport || 
oops, and might be useful in a war with such a 
people as the Chinese, but not with any naval Pow- || 
er. People had seen that their money had been 
thrown away in building steamers heretofore. 

Mr. HOPKINS remarked that the right was re- || 
served to take the steamers for war purposes, but | 
the Government was not obliged to take them. 

Mr. 'T. B. KING said the contract was to run 
ihrough five years, and would involve an expendi- | 
ure of $2,000,000, which would be sufficient to | 
build five good war steamers. He did not believe | 
that the Bremen route would pay $50,000 a year. 

Mr. HOPKINS said the overland postage in 
England was very high—forty-three cents on a let- 
ter and sixty-one cents on a newspaper sent from 
tus country to Bremen. 

Mr. 'T. B. KING replied, that the British Gov- 
ernment would reduce their rates of postage, to 
meet this competition, and the probability was that 
‘ reciprocal tariff of postage would be adopted by 
the two Governments. Any intelligent architect 
would say that we could build steamers that could 
cross the Atlantic two days quicker than any now 
alloat. It was of great importance that our steam- 
vessels should be swift sailers. We never ex- 
pected to fight in line; we must fight in single 
ships; if not, we would have no advantage. We 
should give encouragement to our architects to 
build our war steamers so as to outsail those of any 
other Power. Great Britain had so many more 
ships than we had, thatit would be uscless to ren- 
der ours merely equal to theirs in point of speed. 
Unless they were swifter they would be captured, 
except when they could fight ship to ship. The 
British Government was discarding the paddle- 
wheels, and putting their machinery below the 
water line. The Princeton was our best ship. She |) 
drew too much water—enough for a vessel of 1,500 | 
‘ons—and she might be taken by an enemy whose || 
line ships were swifter than she. The great con- 
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sideration should be speed, whether to run after or |! 
All these advantages could be | 


from an enemy. 
obtained, for our architects had skill enough and 
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our merchants enterprise enough to go into the | 


| enterprise, 


Liverpool (Mr. K. said) was the great com- 


| mercial point; and if we sent letters te Cowes, they 


must go to Liverpool afierwards to be forwarded te 
their destination. Mle did not think that the con- 
tract was sufficiently specific, or that the Govern- 
ment had secured all the advantages by it which 
were necessary for the success of the enterprise. 
Mr. HILLIARD said that the gentleman had 
completely demonstrated the propricty of the ap- 
propriation by the very argunients he had used 
against it. He desires such a system as will be 
useful in war and in peace, and he had said that 
the Government had built no war steamers that 
were good for anything. ‘That was a good reason 
why the Government should build no more, and 
why they should be built by private contract. No 
money was asked for building these steamers, and 
but a small appropriation was proposed to com- 
pensate the contractors for carrying the mail. ‘The 
contract required, also, that the vessels should be 
built with a regard to the latest improvements, and 
their capacity for war purposes was to be judged 


| of by scientific persons to be employed to inspect 


them. We ought not to permit foreign nations to 
outstrip us In steam Navigation, and employ our 
own resources in sustaining their enterprises. He 


| gave his reasons for the belief that the project 


would be eminently successful. 
Mr. THURMAN said it could not be denied 


that the principal inducement to contract for mail 


| steamers was to obtain vessels suitable for war 


purposes. If this object could not be accomplish- 
ed, the measure would not receive his vote. He 


; was not willing to pay $400,000 a year for the 
| transportation of mails alone by the proposed line. 
| He read the contract, in order to show that it did 


provide for vessels adapted to war purposes. 

Now there could be used no language which 
would more directly declare that these vessels 
should be constructed as war vessels. But a ques- 
tion was, what guaranty was there that the eon- 


| tractor would perform his contract?) We might 


withhold the money, it was true, if he did not, but 
that would not accomplish our object; and there- 
fore the contract ought to stipulate, that before any 


money shall be paid for any of these ships they | 


shall first be certified by the proper officer to be fit 
for service as war steamers. 
object, 


To provide for this | 


Mr. T. moved, in conclusion, the following | 


amendment to the amendment of Mr. MeKay: 
Provided, That no money shall be paid (under 


ral with Edward Mills for Atlantic mail transport- 
ation) for any service by any steamship until 
such ship should be first examined by suitable per- 
sons, appointed by the President, and be certified 


by such persons to be constructed in all particu. | 
lars in compliance with said contract, and to be in 


all respects proper for use as a steam vessel of 
war. 

Mr. T. B. KING said the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Hinirarp,|] without any intention on 
his part, had so directed his remarks as to tend to 
place him (Mr. K.) in a false position. 
was not opposed to this system; he was as anxious 
as could be the gentleman to sce such a line of 
ships established on American capital, and by 


| American skill and industry. But what he wished 


was, to see it well done, if done at all; and he had 
asked that this bill might be postponed a few days, 


| in order that the subject might be considered more 


thoroughly. 

The gentleman had said this was a very small 
sum, and that none of it was to be paid in advance 
of the performance of the work. 


effect until Ist January next. At that time, the 
next session of Congress would have continued a 
month. Why, then, could there be so pressing a 
need now? 

The gentleman seemed to think he had very 
adroitly turned his (Mr. K.’s) argument against 
himself—that, because the Government had built 


| some vessels that were not fit for the service, there- 


fore the Government was not the proper agent 
for building more. Now, he said no such thing; 
he drew no such inference. He said the Govern- 


| the contract entered into by the Postmaster Gene- | 


Mr. K. | 


And yet they | 
were pressed to appropriate this sum of $25,000 | 
without delay, when the plan was not to take | 
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ment had expended money enough to have learned 
some wisdom, and that that wisdom should be 
exercised in the construction of steam-ships here- 
after, to insure that they be well constructed for 
war purposes, 

If the bill were now to be acted upon, he should 
vote for the amendment of Mr. ‘Thurman, 

Mr. PAYNE wishe d, before he proceeded with 
a few remarks, to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
whether or not it was contemplated, during the 
present sessiow of Congress, to present a bill 
which had for its oly ct the increase of postage 
upon letters transmitted through the mail? And, 
if so, at what time the report might be expected ? 

Mr. HOPKLNS replied that the committee had 
agreed on the basis of a bill which looks to some 
increase of the postage—it would not be a very 
heavy inerease-—and that the bill would probably 
be reported to the House during the next week. 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing) said it occurred to 
him that this information from the chairman of the 

| Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads was 
a very good reason why they should not act upon 
this bill at the present ume. Before we appropri- 
ated money by way of extending our mail facili- 
ties, or of enlarging our post office system, we 
should look to the place from which the means to 
meet the expense was to be derived. 

Some two years since a bill was passed through 
this Llouse, under the operation of the gag-rule, 
too—whipped through without permitting debate 
to any extent, and in such a manner as precluded 
the proper examination at that time—for the re- 
duction of the rates of postage. Now, what was 
likely to be the effect of this measure? We were 
then told that instead of diminishing the revenue of 
the Post Office Department it would increase it, 
When it was urged that its effeet would be to quar- 
ter the Post Office Department on the customs, 
they were met on all sides with the plea that the 
diminution of the rates of postage would result in 
an increased ageregate amount. He thought then 
that this prediction was founded inerror; he thought 
then, and thought now, that it was one branch of 
the protective policy—that it was intended to keep 
up the necessity for the tariff of 1842. By throw- 
ing the Post Office Department for support upon 
the revenues from customs, we augmented the ex- 
penditures of the Government, and (in proportion 
to that augmentation) the necessity for the contin- 
uance of the existing rate of duty. 

In order to arrive at the practical operation of the 
system, Mr. P. referred to the report of the Post- 
master General, showing the deficiency of the 
means of the Department to meet the expenditures 
during the present year, to be $1,323,997. This 
amount, aie the existing arrangements, was to 
be paid from customs. 

Now, what was the proposition? It was to 
carry out a contract which would involve an’ ex- 
peers by the Government of nearly half a mil- 

ion more. Thus, if the estimate of the Postmas- 
ter General as to the present deficiency was cor- 
rect, it would make a little less than two millions 
of dollars, if any, to be drawn out of the revenues 
of the customs in the treasury to be appropriated 
to the Post Office Department. Now, if the ex- 
penditure were to stop there even, it might be tol- 
erated. Knowing the amount of expenditure by 
estimating the value of the service, we could deter- 
mine whether we would incur the expense. But 
it did not stop there. There were various propo- 
sitions in this bill, and among others, one section 
very much like the section in the harbor and river 
bill in reference to the Louisville and Portland 
canal; a section making no specific appropriation; 
| not limiting the action of the Post Office Depart- 
‘ment, but providing that in case the revenues of the 
| department shall prove insufficient, appropriations 
to meet the deficiency shall be paid out of any 
money in the treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated. 
For himself, he was opposed to any increase of 
_ the expenditures of the Post Office Department un- 
| til the revenues of the department authorized it; 
and especially was he opposed to an indefinite ap- 
| propriation like that proposed in this section. e 
|, was opposed to it in principle. Who was bene- 
|| fited by the Post Office Department? Was it not 
| those who were engaged in writing letters? And 
| if so, ought they not to bear the burden of its 
expenses? But, instead of placing the burdens 
‘| thus upon those who send its benefits, you re- 
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quire individuals in the country, who perhaps do 
not write one letter a year, to pay their equal pro- 
portion to meet the expenditures of this Post Office 
Department. In other words, we taxed the coat, 
the salt, the shirt, of the laboring man, to pay the 
postage upon the letters written by the commer- 
cial men of the country, and others who write them, 
It was unjust, because the y threw the burdens of 
this department not on those who participated in 
its advantages, but upon those who scarcely wrote 
a letter. 

This was unjast, and he ventured the prediction 
that that injustice would be so glaring, that it would 
strike all with such force, if there were not an 
ulterior object behind, to wit: the quartering the 
whole expenditures of every department of the 
Government on customs, that it would not find an 
advocnte on this floor. 

But it was arcued that these steamers were so to 
be constructed as to be fit for war-steamers in case 
of an emergency. Tle knew little concerning the 
construction of steamers, but he was unwilling, 
even if that were the object, to make the expendi- 
ture unless the necessity arose. If wars were 
contemplated between this and any other Govern- 
ment, any distinct proposition brought forward for 
the merease of our army or navy, with direct ref- 
erence to that result, let the cost be what it might, 
he was ready to support. But he was unwilling 
to sustain a proposition of the description of that 
before the commiuttee—taxing the laboring classes 
for the benefit of the merchants of Boston, New 
York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, &e. 

If the revenues of the department were equal to 
it, then, and not till then, was he willing to enlarcre 
the operations of the department. He was willing 
and desirous that every dollar derived through the 
Post Office Department should be applied to the 
extension of mail conveyances throughout the 
whole country. In this Government, its benefits 
and advantages ought to be disbursed equally over 
the whole country; and he was opposed to taxing 


one portion of the community for the benefit of 


another portion. 

Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL said it was now ten 
years since the first English steamer (the Sirius) 
made its appearance on the bay and harbor of New 
York; and he well remembered the thrill that ran 
through the whole community, and the prophecies 
made, that the experiment having been tried, 
American enterprise and American industry would 
carry our steamers across the ocean to every part 
of Europe. During that time, Great Britain had 
literally sent her steamers over the whole earth, 
and was now destroying our trade, and interfering 
with the enterprise of our people, and she would 
quadruple her operations for the ten years to come. 
In view of this, he repudiated the idea that we 
should supinely remain without making any move- 
ments ourselves until all the experiments were 
tried. ‘They would continue to be tried, and if we 
waited for this, we should wait forever. We now 
proposed to do but little. "This was the first propo- 
sition of the American Government, a Govern- 
ment which had now four-fifths of the commerce 
of Great Britain; and while Great Britain was 
reaping the benefit of all these measures, she was 
reaping the benefit at the expense of the American 
Government and the American people. 

He agreed with Mr. 'Tuunmawn that we should 
have a check on these contractors; and he read from 
the contract with Mr. Mills, to show that, under 
it, we already had that check; and that, during the 
period of their construction, or subsequent thereto, 
the steamers were liable to the supervision of the 
Government, and if not found fit for war service, it 
was in our power fairly to withhold any further 
compensation, 

lic hoped, therefore, that we should not hesitate 
promptly to fulfil the contract, and that these means 
of mail communication would be established with- 
out delay—not for the benefit of the commercial 
interests alone, as the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. Payne] seemed to think, but of all the inter- 
ests of the country. The agricultural and other 
interests found their market and their supply of 
foreign imports through the commercial interests, 
and all were alike interested in this plan of facilita- 
ting mail communication. 

Mr. HAMLIN would not detain the committee 
long. He concurred substantially with the able 
report of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hi- 
LiakD.| He was in favor of this measure, because 
it was designed to extend the facilities of mail com- 


munication to our own people at home, and those 


abroad, and incidentally to aid the commercial in- 
terests of the country. And what were they but 
interests of the constituents of the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Payne,] and the interests of the 
whole country? 

He did not design to repeat the general views of 
this question. It was enough for him to know that 
the reasons in its favor were sufficiently strong for 
him to give it a cordial affirmative vote. 

But he had risen for the purpose of replying to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Payne,] in reference to the subject of cheap post- 
age. Ife hoped the time had not yet arrived 
when his friends here would march back from the 
advance which they had made in a liberal system 
of free postage. He was in favor of it as well for 
the advantage of the commerce as well as because 
it was beneficial to the great interests of the coun- 
try. 

“The gentleman’s first objection was, that it was 
designed eventually to throw the expenditures of 
the Post Office Department upon the treasury. 
To that he was as much opposed as could be the 
eentleman from Alabama; and he denied enurely 
that even the present rates of postage would ult- 


mately bring the burden of a particle of expense || 


on account of the Post Office Department upon the 
treasury. And he defied the gentleman from Ala- 


bama to point to a single man who had intelligently | 


investigated the subject, who prophesied that for 
the first yeur the revenue, under the present re- 
duced rates of postage, would be beyond what it 
had been proved to be. And why, then, should 


he infer that it would fall short for subsequent | 


rears ? 

, Mr. PAYNE (Mr. H. yielding) wished the 
eentleman to state whether, in his opinion, the 
business men would not write, under the old rates, 
every letter their business required, and whether 
they would write any more than their business 
required even under the existing rates of postage? 
And, secondly, if they would not, he should lke 
to know what sort of increase there would be, 
unless perchance it was in love-letters, and they 
would not be sufficient to swell the amount to any 
great extent. As to the prediction of what was 
to be the result in the increased revenue, under the 
present decreased rates of postage, the gentleman 
was in very much the same predicament of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, when he undertook 
to prove that high taxes make low prices, and that 
the keeping up the tariff of 1842 would bring down 
the prices of goods to nothing. 


Mr. HAMLIN (resuming) thought the gentle- || 


man himself was in a dilemma similar to that of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania argued that high taxes make 
low prices; and the gentleman from Alabama ar- 


cued that low taxeson letters, or low rates of post- | 
ave, would not increase the number of letters sent | 


by the mail. He answered the gentleman directly: 


that there would be more letters written under the || 


cheap system than under the old rates, there could 
be no particle of doubt. And, independent of 
this, the numerous violations of the post office law, 


under the old rates, by the transmission of letters || 


by private expresses, which, at the North, strip- 
ped the department almost entirely of its revenue, 
were entirely avoided under the present law, and 
thereby thousands and thousands of dollars were 
saved to the department which would not other- 
wise be received. 

Mr. H. was in favor of abolishing the franking 
privilege entirely, which now remained under the 
existing law, and urged the justice of the Govern- 
ment, in the same manner as individuals, paying 
the postage upon official communications, con- 
demning the manifest oppression and injustice of 
throwing this burden on the commercial and other 
branches of the postage-paying community. These 
classes had been taxed for years to pay for the let- 
ters which were franked under the authority of the 


Government. And, in addition to this, they of the || 
northern States were taxed $2,000,000 for postage, | 
while oy received but $1,000,000, and $1,000,000 | 


went to the South, to Alabama, and other States. 


Yet the gentleman from Alabama, who now com- | 
plained of injustice, could see no injustice at all in 
this. As in taxation of imports, so in rates of | 
postage, he was in favor of levying an amount just | 
equal to the corresponding expenditures of each, 
and let the Government pay its proportion of the 
expenses of the department according to its mail- 


. 
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able matter sent. He thought he was correct in say- 
ing that the amount of free mailable matter ey. 
nating from the various departments of this oir. 
was $500,000, or more. He appealed to the eae 
'man of the Committee on the Post Office and Pr: 
| Roads to know if the amount was not as larce a 
that. - 

Mr. HOPKINS said, he thought it would yo: 
exceed $500,000. 

Mr. HAMLIN (resuming) estimated the amouy, 
of mailable matter sent under Congressiona} franks 
at another half million; so that, in fact, of this 
$1,300,000 called for, only $300,000 was fairly ;,, 
| be reckoned as a deficit of the department. 4) 

this, he argued, was comparatively small for ¢),, 
| first year, and furnished no just cause of complain: 
| when they recollected that for fifty or sixty years, 
the postage-paying community had paid for ty. 
| free letters of Government, amounting to millions 
and millions of dollars. , 

He apprehended, also, that the gentleman fro 
Alabama might be im error, and suppose the ap. 
propriations called for from the treasury lares, 
than they actually were, inasmuch as, in order ty 
_ apply the revenues of the department themselves, 
| it was necessary that they should be appropriated 
according to law; and hence the greater part of the 
appropriations for the department were not a by 
| den upon the treasury, but were of money actua 
taken in by the department itself. 

But none of the advocates of low postage syy 
posed that the reduced rates would furnish reve), 
enough to meet the expenses of the department fo) 
| the first year. The penny system in England fo; 

the first year did not meet the expenditure, w)); 
/at the end of three years the revenue was more 
| than double. And there was nothing in the habits 
and circumstances of our people to prevent a lik 
| inerease of revenue. With these considerations he 
| had been, and stil} continued, in favor of the re- 
duced rates of postage, and he should vote with 
all cheerfulness for this bill. 

Mr. PAYNE briefly rejoined. The gentlema 
from Maine (he said) had attempted to place hin 
(Mr. P.) in as bad a dilemma as the gentlema 
from Pennsylvania was found m. Now, he hai 
| submitted to the gentleman two questions. M: 
|| P. repeated the questions, (as above given,) and 
he contended that the extent of correspondence 0 


j 


| 
| 
| 


as 


HY 


| the part of the business community, under ¢ 
| creased rates of postage, would not be increased 
| beyond their business wants, (the extent which 1 
|| would attain under the old system,) while thy 
|| trifling increase of other correspondence that might 
|| take place would go but very little towards making 
up the deficiency occasioned by the reduction. 
|| With regard to the injustice of the old syste: 
| in its operation upon the North and the South, ly 
replied that avery large proportion of the mail 
taxes received at Baltimore, Philadelphia, New 
York, &c., were paid by people throughout tv 
whole Union, who were customers of the mer 
chants in these cities, and to whom the postage on 
their business letters was regularly charged on the! 
accounts. But granting that the South had received 
a little more under the operation of the Post Offic 
Department than the North, compared with their 
| respective taxes therefor, this was comparatively 
trifling sum, when taken in connexion with th 
comparative inequalities and oppression they had 
suffered under the taxation of our system of duties 
| on imports, and under the comparatively small and 
unjust amount of disbursements which they hat 
received from the General Government. 
Mr. HOPKINS did not rise to make a speec! 
on the general subject, for he was very anxious 
bring the matter to a decision. He regretted that 
the gentleman from Alabama and the gentleman 
| from Maine had.seen fit to go into the genera 
question of the rates of postage in this bill. It wes 
_undonbtedly connected with it in some manner, 


! 
| 


but a bill directly connected with the subject would 
soon be reported, and would afford a more appre 
priate opportunity for the discussion; and this bill 
was for an independent eee ne would 
be necessary, whaswea might be the action of Con- 
gress on the question of the rates of postage. 

He believed the almost unanimous sentiment 0! 
this House was in favor of these foreign mail se! 
vices—services rendered necessary by the constav! 
increase of commercial intercourse between this 
country and Europe, and the large emigration from 
Europe to the United States, many of which emi 
grants, under the existing post office regulations, 
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were cut off from all intercourse with their former 
homes and their friends. The subject had been 
carefully examined on the part of the department, 
and of the committee of the House, who had re- 
ported unanimously in favor of this appropria- 
uon. . 

The amount was asmall one. And he did not 
understand the objections to be against the services, 
so much as against some circumstances connected 
with it. Those of the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. Kine] were the most formidable; yet he was 
yot opposed to the service, but thought the steam- 
ers would not be so serviceable as might be built. 
Mr. H. dared say the gentleman would prefer to see 
vessels of a different character; but he submitted to 
the gentleman whether he would be likely to be sus- 
tained in such a ‘project—whether they had not 
better take what they could get than enter into an 
abortive effort to get what they could not reach. 
He should not enter into the general argument in 
support of this bill. He believed a large majority 


of this House were ready at least to make this ex- || 


periment—an experiment which he thought offered 
strong national inducements for its adoption, and 
which was justified he thought as well on the score 
of economy as of public necessity. It was, as he 
had said, but an experiment; for under the contract 
the Postmaster General had the power to discon- 
tinue the service at his discretion. And if ke did 
not, and Congress was disposed to, under the very 
law which authorized him to make the contract, 
they were authorized to supersede it at pleasure. 
He alluded to Mr. THurman’s amendment, sta- 


ting his approval of its general object; but suggest- | 


ug objecuons to it under the circumstances, inas- 
much as some of the vessels were already under 


construction, and what would be its effect upon || 


The contract was already ‘| entertained 


them he could not tell. 
made under act of Congress of 3d March, 1845, and 
no such stipulation was found in it; its terms had 


heen agreed on by the Postmaster General and the | 
contractors, and he should now regret, in the appro- | 
priauion for the fulfilment of this contract, to see an | 


amendment adopted without he could be assured of | Uni 
‘| Union. 


its effect upon those already made. 

One remark only in reply to Mr. Hamu, and 
he trusted that any further discussion on the gene- 
ral subject of postage would be postponed until the 
appropriation bill came up. 


In reference to the | 


statement of Mr. Hamuin, that the revenues of the | 
department under the first year’s reduction of post- | 
age were — to the amount anticipated by its | 


advocates, 


r. H. read from the report of the mi- | 


nority of the Post Office Committee, (whose propo- | 


sition, he said, was substantially adopted and passed 
ito a law,) estimating the probable amount of post- 
age under that plan at $4,928,547. 

Mr. GRINNELL (a member of that committee) 


tive. 


| 


| 
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PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appropri- 
ate committees: 


By Mr. WICK: The petition of the heirs of Hyacinth La 
Salle: referred to the Committee en Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of E. R. Warren and 43 
Others, citizens of Woolwich, Lincoln county, in tie State 
of Maine, praying for a congress of nations to settle national 
differences: which was reterred to the Commitice on For- 
eign Affair:. 

By Mr. PETTIT: The petition of C. D. Munday and 107 
other citizens of Indiana, praying the erection of a new 
land district in the Great Miami reservation: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. The petition of Join J. 
Young and 38 other citizens of said State, praying in like 
manner: referred to the same couunittee. The petition of 
Stephen Philpott and 65 other citizens of Indiana, praying 
a change ina mail-route therein named: referred to the Com 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ELIAS B. HOLMES: The remonstrance of P. D. 


| Wright and 81 other citizens of Monroe county, New York, 
| Against renewing, or im any way extending to Benjamin H. 
| Wood, or any other person, the patent right heretofore 


granted to Jethro Wood, in relation to cast icun ploughs. 











HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, April 25, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
Mr. McKAY moved that 


the House resolve 


| itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
‘(| the Union. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 
Mr. McKAY, on a request to that effeet by Mr. 
Bropueap, renewed the motion he had yesterday 
withdrawn to print 1,000 extra copies of the reve- 


hue bill. 


The motion having, by general consent, been 





Mr. PRESTON KING moved to strike out 
“© 1,000,” and insert “2,000;’? which motion, by 
ayes 51, noes not counted, was rejected. And the 
original motion was then agreed to. 

Mr. McKAY then renewed his motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


The SPEAKER said there was a_ privileged 


| question pending in relation to the amendment of 


explained that that was an estimate on the bill of | 


the minority, which differed from that which be- 


came alaw. That bill proposed that postage should | 


be prepaid, and varied in other particulars. 


Mr. HOPKINS (resuming) granted that the rates | 
adopted by the bill that finally passed were still | 


lower than those recommended by the minority of 
the committee; but still he was not mistaken in the 


general statement. He did not think that any gen- || 


Ueman who advocated the reduction of the rates of 


postage anticipated that the falling off of the rev- | 


enue would be forty or forty-five per cent.; that 
was the reduction that had been realized. 

But Mr. H. would not enter into the discussion 
at present; and he appealed to gentlemen friendly 
to the bill, and to all, to allow the question now to 
be taken, without further discussion. 


Without further proceedings, the committee rose | 


and reported. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing Executive communication: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, in an- 
swer to the resolution of the 5th of March last, as 


to what provisions of law are necessary to effect | 


the retrenchment recommended in his annual re- | 


port, and which his estimate for pay of the navy || the committee to take up the other, desiring that it | 
should be passed to-day. Several of the appropri- | 
ations were exhausted. There was no money to 


And the appropri- | 


may prove deficient; also, as to what provisions of 
law are requisite to insure the more exact account- 
ability of disbursing officers in that branch of the 
public service; which letter was laid upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON, 


Ordered, That leave be given to withdraw from | 


the files of the office the papers in the case of E. 
Wood. 


The House adjourned. 


| the Journal of Thursday. 


The Journal had stated, that on the motion to 
concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the joint resolution of notice, Mr. Macray had 
voted in the affirmative, whereas Mr. Ratrusun 
had expressed the opinion that his colleague voted 
in the negative. 

The SPEAKER now requested Mr. Mactay to 


| state how the fact was. 


Mr. MACLAY said he had voted in the nega- 


Whereupon the Journal was ordered to be so 


_ amended as to conform to the fact. 


supply deficiencies in appropriations for the service / 
oft 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 
The question recurring on the motion of Mr. 


McKay— 
Mr. RATHBUN called for the regular order of 


business, which was the consideration of the pri- 
vate calendar. 


Mr. POLLOCK urgently seconded the motion. 
Mr. COBB asked the yeas and nays on the mo- 
tion to go into committee; which were refused. 


DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 
Mr. McKAY said he hoped the House would 


indulge him with the privilege of making a single 


| remark. 


The SPEAKER said the gentleman could pro- 
ceed by general consent. 


Mr. McKAY continued. The House would 


recollect that some time ago a bill was passed to 


e present year. That bill had come back from 
the Senate with various amendments. It was im- 


portant that it should be passed. He proposed, 
therefore, if the House went into committee, to 


move to lay aside the post office bill, and to ask 


pay the officers of the House. 
ation for the judicial expenses had been exhausted. 


He a the motion to go into committee would | 


prevail 


The question was taken, and the vote stood— | 


ayes 53, nays 47. 
No quorum voting. 
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Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, remarking that a 
quorum was certainly present, moved that there be 
a call of the House. 

Lait the Hlouse refused a call, 

THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. McKAY now again demanded the yeas and 
nays on the motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, which were 
ordered, and having been taken, resulted as foi- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ashmun, Atkinson, Bedinger, Bell, Biggs, 
James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Williaa 
W. Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Cobb, Collin, Cul 
lom, Cunningham, Dixon, Dobbin, Dunlap, Rdwin H. Ew 
ing, Fieklin, Garvin, Giles, Goodyear, Grinnell, Haralson, 
Herrick, Hilliard, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George 8. Hous 
ton, Edmund W. Hubard, Hudson, Hungerford, Hunter, 
Charlies J. Ingersoll, James Hl. Johnsen, George W, Jones, 
Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Ligon, Lumpkin, MeCiettland, 
MeCternand, MeConnell, Metlenry, MeKay, Marsh, Bark- 
ley Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Payne, 
Phelps, Price, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Alexander D. Sime, 
Leonard H. Sims, Thomas Simuth, Stanton, Stephens, St 
Jolin, Strong, Benj. ‘Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Thur- 
man, Tibbatts, and Wick—73. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Arnold, Barringer, Brodhead, 
William G. Brown, Burt, John H. Campbell, Carrotl, Cath 
eart, John G. Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chipman, 
Cranston, Crozier, Dockery, Douglass, Erdinan, Jolin HL. 
Ewing, Foot, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Hamlin, Harper, 
Henley, Isaac E. Holmes, Samuel D. Hubbard, Washing 
ton Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph Johnson, Daniel P. King, 
Preston King, Thomas Butler King, Leake, Leib, La Sere, 
Lewis, Levin, Long, Maclay, MeGaughey, Mellivaine, John 
P. Martin, Moseley, Parrish, Perrill, Pollock, Rathbun, Jolin 
A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Sawtelle, Scammon, Schenck, 
Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Starkweather, Strom, Thibodeaux, Thomasson , 
Tilden, ‘Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
White, Woodruff, Woodward, Wright, Yancey, Yell, and 


Yost—77. 
So the House refused to go into committee. 


On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the House then 
passed to the regular orders of the day, being the 
consideration of bills on the private calendar. 

Mr. DANIEL said he hoped the House would 
pardon him for expressing the wish that the ad- 
journment to-day would be postponed to a later 
‘hour than that at which it took place on the day 
when private bills were last muaae, 

The first business in order was the bill on the 
Speaker’s table for the relief of William Saunders 
and William R. Porter; the question being on its 
engrossment. 

Mr. THURMAN opposed the bill. 

Mr. LEAKE advocated it. 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the bill be laid on the 
table; but withdrew the motion to enable 

Mr. LEAKE to make some explanations; after 
which, 

Mr. L. (in pursuance of a pledge) renewed the 
motion to lay on the table, expressing the hope 
that it would be voted down. 

And the question being taken, the vote stood, 
ayes 34, noes 32. 

No quorum voting. 

Mr. HOPKINS suggested that, to avoid diffi- 
culty about a quorum, the motion to lay on the 
table should be withdrawn, and a motion for the 
previous question substituted. 

The motion was accordingly withdrawn. 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question was ordered to be 
now taken. 

And the question on the engrossment of the bill 
having been taken, the vote stood ayes 39, noes 54. 

| No quorum voting, 

Tellers were ordered; and the vote having been 
again taken, the vote stood, ayes 40, noes 62. 

Still no quorum voting. 

Mr. LEAKE moved that the House adjourn. 

Sut the House would not adjourn. 

Mr. DANIEL said there must be some mode by 
which the House could be put into a competent 
condition for the transaction of the public busi- 
ness, and he demanded the yeas and nays on the 
question of the engrossment of the bill; which 
were ordered. 

Mr.GORDON suggested that no business could 
be transacted in the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. KENNEDY moved that the rules be sns- 
pended, that the committees might be called for re- 
ports. Rejected. 

The question was then taken on the engross- 
ment of the bill, and the vote stood, yeas 49, nays 
87. 

So, a quorum having voted, the bill was rejected. 

The bill to enable the Secretary of the Navy to 
purchase the right of using Mix’s patent manger- 
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stopper, (the amendments made in committee hav- 


ing been first concurred in,) was read a third time, 


and passed, 


1: 


. . ’ 1 } nani ’ 
The following bil , Whiten ud here tofore been 


reported from. the Committee of the Whole, with 
recommendations that they do not pass, were re- 
jected: 
; A bill for the reli fof the securities of Elijah 5. 
Weed, late quartermaster of marines, decensed; 
A will for the re hef of Asa At 
A bill for the reltef of M ur} 
A bill to authorze the paynicat of seven years’ 


nineton and others; 


Ann Bruner; 


hali-pay of a heute nant, due ou accountof the death 
of Lieut. Jonath ficer in the Virgima 


Continental line, and W ho wa killed in the battle 


n Dye, an of 


of Brandywine. 

On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. Caves b. 
Smriru in the chat. 


BOUNTY TO FISHING VESSELS. 
The first bill in order was that for the allowance 
of the usual fishine bounty to the owner and crew 
of the schooner Sucee > \ t at ea twenty days 


before she had completed her fishing voyage of 
four month 
This ball Wiis ¢ 
of the Whole on} 
and the comunittee then ros 
decision, ‘Phe umed to-day— 
Mr. GRINNELL rose and said: Mr. Chairman, 


op the claims of individuals 


| itely debated in Committee 


V> the Sth of April Instant, 
without comme toa 


} 
aoe 


! 
th) 
ture 


| ] ; 
debate pe re 


we are how deciding 
upon the Ganvernnye nt. and are there fore acting un- 


der the solemnity and responsibility of jurors. The 
ease before 1 is of a class of reat interest to the 
celuzens of a part of the district which L have the 
honor to represent, the fishermen of Cape Cod; and 
there is none with whom | more deeply sympa- 
thize. Although I have never participated in their 


i 
nployment, yet | have been 


hard and hazardous et 
extent, of thre ir dane rs 


an eye-witnes : 
and duty "They are generally poor, livine on a 
licht sandy soil, upon which western farmers would 


3, to some 


starve; yet you find in their small unpretending 
s, and a good decree 

their labors as fish- 
ring, in preparing their ves- 


dwellings the vreatest neatne 


"They 
ermen early in the 
Is. these are fiom fifty to one hundred tons; their 


of comfort. conimence 


proviston for the voyage consist of salted beef and 
pork, Indian corn, flour, and m lasses, Upon these 
articles and fish, they live for six or eight months 
inthe year. These, with salt they take on 
board, sav five to eight hundred bushels, they ob- 
tain generally on the eredit of the voyage. 


the 


1 ‘They 
start usually in the months of April and May, in 
their «mall vessels, for the Grand Bank, the coasts 
of Newfoundland, Labrador, &c., where there is 
almost constant foe and cold through the fishing 
season; they are wet and cold nearly all the ume. 
Those that proceed to the Grand Bank, anchor in 
about fifty fathoms of water, with a cable of one 
hundred and twenty fathoms long, and there ride 
out the ales of the ocean, to the astonishment of 
the commanders of the navies of the world. 

The codfish, when taken on board, are cleaned 
and salted in bulk, in the hold of the vessel; the 
tongues and sounds are carefully taken out and 
salted in casks: they are a delicate and delicious 
article, particularly the tongues when broiled fresh, 

The livers are saved in easks, and a most valu- 
able oil is extracted from them for the use of tan- 
ners. If successful, they return in about four 
months, though frequently the trips are longer. On 
returning, the fish are taken from the hold of the 
vessels in a green or pickled state. They are 
then spread wpon hakes, in the open air, made of 
brush, raised about two feet from the ground, for 
two weeks or more, be ing carefully turned daily, 
and gathered in heaps during damp or rainy wea- 
ther. ‘They are then, with the tongues, sounds, 
and oil, sent to market. The price of the fish is 
usually two to three dollars per quintal. A. vessel 
of sixty tons brings home about five hundred to 
six hundred quintals. "The shares of men em- 
ployed average twelve dollars per month, say, for 
the eight months they are occupied, ninety-six dol- 
lars. In the winter, they follow some trade—shoe- 
making, &c. Thus they are never idle; and this 
constant labor is the secret cause of the prosperity 
of New England, so inscrutable to other parts of 
the United States. The owners of these vessels 


have rarely been known to accumulate much prop- 
erty; they are of a respectable, but not rich class. 
Our government at an early day, (1790,) with that 
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wise foresight which so eminently distineuished 
the statesmen of that period, commenced giving 
bounties or allowances to the owners and crews of 
these cod-fishing vessels, three-eighths to the own- 
ers, and five-eighths tothe crews. <A larec portion 
of the bounty was collected and received by the 
Government m the duty en the salt, and on the 
foreign articles used in building and equipping the 
vesscls; the duties on the latter, it is well ascer- 
tained, is four dollars per ton, or two hundred to 
four hundred dollars on each vessel. The bounty 
now allowed by law is three and a half to four 
dollars per ton, provided that in no case it shall 
exceed three hundred and sixty dollars per vessel 
and crew: generally, it amounts to two hundred to 
two hundred and fifly dollars. By granting this 
bounty, the Government has added greatly to the 
ecurtly of the country in time of war; for in no 
other way can efficient trustworthy seamen be ob- 
tained, tia time of peace, this business has added 
cveatly to the prosperity of the country. ‘The sum- 
ber of men now employed annually in this business 
Is estimated at ten thousand, 
from the number of ves 


‘Lhe estimate is made 
's employed and their ton- 
nage, Which amounted to sixty-nine thousand eight 
hundred and twenty-five tens on the 30th of June 
last. ‘These mv nn, in tie event of war, would be 
thrown out of employment, and would be, as in 
tines prast, prompt to cnter on board our havy in 
defence of our country. But for these hardy fisher- 
inen, We should not now be able to point to the 
eapture of the Guerriere, and other naval victories 
during the last war. Without seamen ships of war 
valueless. Look at the example ef France; 
vever been able to cope with England on 
wait of sé Ller Govern- 
how attempting to supply this vital defi- 
ciency by liberal bounties to those engaged in the 
fisheries. It has appropriated and ¢ xpended an- 
nually since 1837 froin four to five and a half mil- 
lions of frances, or about one million of dollars, for 
By a law now in operation, and to 
continue until Lol, France allows to each seaman 
engaged in the business fifty franes per annum, and 
to the owners and crews of the vessels twenty-two 
francs per quintal on all dry salt codfish taken in 
French vess 


ure 
1 

she has 
the ocean for the uneb, 


ment J 


this purpose ° 


Newfoundland and imported into French colonies, 
or when taken out of entrepots in France, being 
equal to four dollars per quintal; whereas the 
whole bounty allowed by our Government amounts 
to only about fifty cents per quintal. Under this 
liberal allowance the number of French sailors 
have rapidly increased, and their character for sea- 
manship improved. In 1811 our law for the en- 
couravement of the cod fishery was suffered to ex- 
pire. It was soon found necessary to renew it. 
Accordingly, in 1813, it was re-enacted, and has 
continued to this Ume, thus proving the importance 
of the system, and that we could not succeed with- 
out it. Ifthe small bounty now granted should be 
discontinued, the business would greatly fall off, 
and we should lose this excellent nursery for sea- 
men. Another consequence that would arise from 
the decline in this business would be an increase 
in the price of dry codfish. ‘This would be felt by 


the consumers throughout the country. Although | 


not of the national importance that the loss of sea- 
men is, yet it is worthy of consideration. If the 


reduced duty proposed by the Secretary of the | 


Treasury should take place, and the present bounty 
allowed by France continue, I think we shall be 
supplied with this article by French fishermen. 
As this is an important subject in a national 
point of view, intimately connected with the com- 
mercial history as well as the prosperity and the 
naval defences and glory of the country, | hope I 
may be excused for introducing into this debate a 
calm, dispassionate, and ably-drawn paper, which 
has lately been presented to Congress, and printed 
by its order, but which, from the pancity of infor- 
mation on this subject which this discussion has 
disclosed, I fear has not been as extensively read 
as its merits deserve. It will be remembered that 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in his annual report 
on the finances and the tariff, has recommended the 
entire abolition of the allowance of bounty to ves- 
sels employed in the cod fishery, as well as_ the 
bounty on the exportation of pickled fish. This 
recommendation, so vitally affecting the business, 
the living, the prosperity of a large class of citizens, 
has produced an excitement and alarm it was so 
well calculated to produce. The citizens of Mar- 
blehead have forwarded to Congress an able and | 


els on the Grand Bank or coast of’ 





tei hil ial ae ited April 25, 


dispassionate memorial and remonstrance » rains 


this proposed repeal. That memorial js ion : 
with calmness and candor, and does not Séhitein ; 
word which Ido not know to be strictly trus es 
is signed by men who would not put their hve 
to any paper which they did not know to be tr. 
even at the sacrifice of their own interests, A.) 
as several paragraphs of it contain information eal. 
culated to enlighten the committee on the yor; 
about to give on the bill before it, and will 
members to give that vote with a more copy: 
knowledge and understanding of the fact 3, L tru 
1 shall be excused for reading a few of those pats 
graphs. ‘They are as follows: z 
“ During the period of our colonial history, the fishy 
had slowly advanced to a healthy state of prosperity, myc, 
the fostering « are of the mother eountry; £0 that, at thee ns 
mencement Of the Revolution, the business hed + 


ail t 


t 


| l hed a 
state more prosperous than any it has ever sinee attain 
The town of Marblehead had, at that period, a greater 5), 
lation and more wealth than it NOW possesses. ‘The elo. 


the Revolution found the town a mere yuin compared 
what H was When the war first broke out. 

* At the conclusion of peace, renewed efforts wer m 
by our citizens to establish themselves in the business soa), 
which was continued for a few years, under the many 4 
advantages necessarily attendant upon a new Goveriyy: 
aud the deranged commercial rekations con equent upon ih 
then state of things. The struggle, however, was of tas 
short duration, before it became apparent that the busine 
always considered lm portant to the commerce and resources 
of the country—could not Le prosecuted us a mewns of liv: 
hood untess some relief could be obtained from the Gover 
ment. This relief was sought and granted for « 
period; and it was by the aid of this and the European w; 
which followed, that the fisheries once more afforded ar 
sonable return for the labor aud capital employed in ther 

“ But, by the combined operation of the non intereoi 
and embargo acts, followed by the war of 1812, this stu 
prosperity svon disappeared, and the fisheries, and most of 
the capital invested in them, were wellnigh annililatd. tt 
was to remedy this state of things that tue aci of July 29, 
1818, allowing the present bounty to vesseis employed in 
the cod fishery, and the bounty on the exportation of picktd 
fish, and acts levying a duty on the importation of foreien 
dry fish, were passed; which aets it is now the object of uu 
propositions before Congress to repeal and abolisii. 

* Your memorialists believe, that lad it wot been for the 
enactments, thus passed and provided tor the relief of th 
fisherios, the business would Jong since have been cheno 
ed; for, even with the aid and protection thus afforded, aid 
#n unimeterrupted continuance Of peace for the last thirty 
years, many individuals, and even joint-stock compani 
with their capital solely mvested in it, have, atter a { 
years’ trial of the business, abandoned it, as not attording in 
the aggregate, a saving return for the capital and labor « 
ployed. Andsuch is the uncertainty and vacillating suce 
attendant upon the best organized and wel} directed etios- 
for taking the fish, (one year of plenty being offen suceeed 
by years of scarcity,) that, in repeated instances, all the ¢ 
ital embarked in the business bas been totally Jost. 

* And although if has been stated before your honor) 
body, in support of an effort to repeal the aid and protect 
which the present laws atiord, that the poor fisherman earns 
his §500 for what was called ‘his three and a half mont! 
labor,’ yet your memorialists well know that there is vo 
truth in the assertion. The fishermen of this town, engaged 
in the bank eod fishery, are usually employed from March 
to November and December, from the tume they begin 1! 
labor of fitting the vessels for sea, until they return to th 
Winter quarters, being a period of full eight months on an 
average ; and your memorialists aver, from their awn per 
sonal knowledge, that it is no Uncommon occurrence for fi-! 
ermen to be thus constantly toiling through all the workin: 
portion of the year, and not earn a single dollar (bounty aud 
all included) over and above their outfit expenses, and Ui 
advance of a few necessaries to their families during ther 
absence. And it is thus that, in seasons of scarcity, it often 
happens that crews cannot be obtained for vessels engage! 
in the business, except the owner will first guaranty that 
they shall make something (a sum to be first agreed on) in 
return for their labor, over and above their shares of fir! 
after deducting the outfits of the voyage. [tis true that um 
seasons when fish happen to be plenty, and a good mai 
ket is obtained for them, that, in such cases, both the own 
ers and fishermen realize aremunerating proiit for their cs 
ital and labor; but this state of things is rather rare than 
otherwise ; and such is the uncertainty, and, as it were, lot 
tery nature of the business, that, in looking around amon: 
those who have been engaged in it all their lives, they eau 
not point out a solitary owner Whe has become wealthy trom 
the profits of the fishing business alone, nora single fisher 
with a family depending upon him for support, who he 
been able to lay up, from the earnings of the business, a sur 
plus for his old age. 

* There are oiher considerations of public policy apper 


' taining to the fisheries, which your memorialists hope will 


not pass unnoticed, in deciding upon the propositions now 
betore your honorable body. ft is well known that the fel 
eries of New England have long been regarded as a vaiuabl 
nursery of hardy and able seamen; and your memoriilists 
believe that it was from this consideration, as much as to 
provide for a drawback of the duty upon foreign salt, that th 
present bounty and protection to the fishing interests wer 
granted. And whatever pecuniary losses and misfortwics 
the citizens of this town have been called upon to endure, 
by embargoes and wars, and the uncertainties and fluctua 
ting character of their leading business, it is presumed they 
may, with confidence, refer to their past character and cot- 
duct in hours of danger and trial, in proof that the degree 0! 
protection and aid which their much loved country has at- 
forded to the fisheries, has not been wholly unrequited by 
them. They believe they may, without indelicacy, pot to 
some return on their part, in their services, sufferings, al 
sacrifices, for the independence aud honor of their counuy 
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both the revolutionary and late wars. In the days of the 
= ution, nearly every able-bodied citizen of the town bore 
vi , - ? 


Poot . 
R in the cause of the country, by sea or land; and in the 
arias s 


jate war, full one thousand men and boys were engaged in 
‘ys contest, mostly in the naval and privateering service, a 


ome portion of whom—and many of your memorialists 


ynong the nuinber—were incarcerated in the prisons of the 
~gemy, When peace crowned the eflorts of their country 
with suceess.”? 

[ have thus presented the merits of the bounty 
eranted by law to the owners and crews of vessels 
employed in the cod fishery, in the hope, when its 
eperation Is understood, that it will commend itself 
to the favor of the committee. 

in cases like the one under consideration, where 
the poor fishermen, when pursuing their dangerous 


voyages, have been overwhelmed by the tempest | 
or storms, and, by the inscrutable acts of Provi- | 


dence, prevented from continuing their occupation 
four months as required by law, Congress has 
always granted relief as a matter of justice to the 
unfortunate. 


all in their power to carry out the design and policy 
of the Government. 
means, fitted out their vessel, purchased a quantity 
of salt and other articles, on which the Govern- 
ment has received a revenue, and have been pre- 
vented in fulfilling the precise terms of the law by 
causes beyond their control. 

As Ihave before remarked, and as is set forth 
in the memorial I have read, the owners and crews 
of these cod-fishing vessels are generally poor, 


living on a poor soil, and merely succeed by the || 


ereatest frugality and industry in obtaining a sub- 
sistence. ‘They are remarkable for their strict 
moral character. 
Barnstable county, in 1840, was 32,548; probably 


hy this time they number 35,000 or 36,000. I may || 
mention, as a remarkable instance, that last year | 
only twelve prisoners were committed to the jail | 


of that county; two were blacks, and three foreign- 
r . . ~ 
ers. This has been about the average for several 


years. The whole amount paid by the Govern- | 


ment for bounties to all the fishermen of the United 
States for several years past has averaged about 
$250,000. The duties on the salt consumed, and 
on the articles in building the vessels, and used on 


board of them, would probably amount to half this | 


sum or more. ‘Thus the Government is paying 
for the defence of the country $100,000 or $125,000, 
and in the cheapest manner possible, by securing 
for any emergency ten thousand excellent seamen 


for the public service; and without them no nation | 
has ever succeeded, or can succeed, in commerce | 


or in maintaining any naval power. 
In conclusion, I beg leave to submit to the Com- 


mittee the following summary statement, show- | 
ing the product of the cod fishery in the county | 
of Barnstable for the year ending December 31, || 


Ido. 


Vessels employed 195; burden 10,237 tons; average 52.49. 
Estimated value of fish, oil, &c., taken— 
&7,648 quintals of dry codfish, at $2 3.8.............8208,159 


Amount received for liver Oil....cccssccscccesccees 25,425 
Bounty On 184 vessels... ..c.ccsescvccessseseccces GRO 
Bounty on 11 vessels, the bounty was probably re- 
fused, they being lost or wrecked, 
and thus prevented from being em- 
ployed the time required by law. 
195 $273,505 


The whole number of men employed on board vessels in 
the cod and mackerel fishery WaS........ 00.000 eeeees 2,280 

Mr. GORDON next rose and opposed the bill, 
and advised the friends of the fishing interest to 
refrain from pressing cases upon the attention of 
Congress which do not come within the provisions 
of the general laws for the allowance of bounty. 
By pressing such cases they endanger the exist- 
enee of the general laws and the bounty itself. 
Mr. G, did not think these fishermen were entitled 
to all the credit that was given them by his friend 


from Massachusetts, [Mr.Griwne.u.] They were | 


like other men, ever attentive to their own interest, 
which they were as careful as other men to attend 
to. No bounty was allowed to whale-fishery men. 
hey certainly encountered as much danger, and 
were as valuable, in a national point of view, as 
the cod-fishery men. Why, therefore, the differ- 
renee? The bounty ought not be allowed ; and he 
would move that the bill be reported to the House 
with a recommendation that it be rejected. 


Mr. SEVERANCE made an animated and ear- | 
nest appeal to the committee in behalf of the | 


widows and orphans of those poor and brave- 


hearted men who go on this adventurous business, || 


: 1 a ie . . 
and become buried in the bosom of the great deep. 





Is there not some degree of cruelty || 
in refusing it? They, the fishermen, have done | 


They have, from their small | 


The population of Cape Cod, || 
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|, He hoped Congress would not refuse them the 
|| small pittance of bounty which their husbands and 
fathers would have received if they had lived out 
the dangers of the sea and returned to port. That 
was all that the bill proposed to give It was but 
a short time since the House had voted six months’ 
pay to the widows and orphans of the officers and 
seamen lost in the Hornet. Nobody complained 
of that, because it was right and proper; yet it was 
a mere gratuity. In the present instance, the 
country is asked to pay to the widow and orphan 
what the husLand and father would have been en- 
titled to by law, if they had lived to return to port. 
He hoped the committee would vote down the 
motion to reject the Lill. 

The question was here put on the motion that 
\| the bill be reported to the House with a recom- 
| mendation that it be rejected; and there were— 
| ayes 47, noes 60. No quorum. 

Another count was had: ayes 44, noes 59. Sull 
no quorum. 

The committee then rose, and reported that it 


to do business. 

Mr. DANIEL said he felt that in this laxity of 
attendance of members of the House, they would 
never get through the private calendar. He there- 
fore felt constrained to move a call of the House. 

| Mr. ADAMS demanded the yeas and nays; 
| which were ordered, and, being taken, were— 
| yeas 77, nays 67, (a quorum voting.) 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

And one or two members having answered to 
their names, 

Mr. COBB moved that further proceedings on 
the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. DANIEL said he hoped not. He should, 
| for the first time, insist. It had generally been the 
case when private bills were taken up, that the 
House found itself without a quorum; and unless 
there were some means to enforce the attendance 
of the members, nothing could be done. 

The question on the motion of Mr. Copp was 
taken, and decided in the affirmative. 

So further proceedings on the call were dispensed 
with. 

Mr. BAYLY gave notice of a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill for the relief of the 
| heirs of Jonathan Dye had been rejected. 

The House then went back into committee. 

And the question recurring on the motion to re- 
port the above-mentioned bill to the Flouse with a 
recommendation that it do not pass, 


ed avain to trouble the committee on the bill, nor 





were not involved, and he feared was about to be 
sacrificed. A gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Gorpon] has asked why bounty is not allowed to 
whaling and merchant vessels, and what reasons 
exist for allowance of bounty to this class of ves- 
sels in particular. 


its very commencement; yes, before the commence- 
ment of the Government, from a period long be- 
fore the Revolution, when this country was a co- 
lonial dependency of Great Britain, has this bounty 
been allowed. 
and their vessels swarm on the fishing-grounds on 
our coast. France allows a heavy bounty; and 
take our bounty away, and French vessels would 
come into our ports and undersell our own fishing 
vessels. 
will not fight. Mr. K. said he would not advise that 
gentleman, or any other, to go into Marblehead and 
say so. Their bravery has never before been 
questioned. It was proverbial. 
brave, noble, patriotic, and country-loving race. 
As to the pittance of bounty, it was hardly worth 


lars a head. It did not go to the owners of the 
vessels exclusively, to large capitalists; it went to 
the seamen themselves, their wives and children, 
or to their widows and orphans. 
already been said on so small a case; but he felt 
sure the members of the committee could not find 


| plant sorrow in the hearts, and bring tears into the 





this bounty, this small sum. 


\\ words. 


had been compelled to do so for want of a quorum | 


Mr. DANIEL P. KING said he had not intend- 


would he have done so, if an important principle | 


Mr. K. said it was because it | 
had been the settled policy of the Government from | 


Almost all foreign nations allow it, | 


The gentleman has said these fishermen | 


They were a | 


disputing about—not more than ten or twelve dol- | 


Too much had | 


it in their hearts to reject this bill, and thereby im- | 
_eyes of poor widows and children, whose fathers || 


and husbands lie buried in the deep, where they | 
have been cast in their perilous endeavors to earn | 


Mr. LEAKE and Mr. DOUGLASS said a few | 
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Mr. ADAMS new moved that the bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the Tlouse. 

Which motion, by ayes 73, noes 32, was agreed 
to. 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported. 

The bill for the relief of Nathaniel Bird coming 
up— 

Mr. ST. JOWIN moved that it be reported to the 
House, with a recommendation that it do net pass. 

Mr. LEWIS asked for reasons. 

The report, on the call of Mr. ST. JOHN, was 
read. 

Mr. D. P. KING advocated its passage—T[ yield- 
ing the floor for inquiry to Mr. ‘Tuurman and Mr. 
Danten. | 

Mr. LEWIS followed on the same side. 

After a few words from Messrs. GRIDER, 
DANIEL, and E. H. EWING, 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the bill be reported 
to the House with a recommendation that it de not 

WSS, 

The motion, by ayes 53, noes 66, was rejected. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to 
the House. 

Whereupon the committee rose and reported. 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 


iy Mr. HENLEY: The petition of Alexander MeDonald 
and Silvanus Jaskington, for invalid peusions: referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ty Mr. JAMES Hl. JOHNSON: The petition of Messrs. 
Charles D. Abell, Joshua Allen, and 1150 others, citizens of 
Hampden county, Massachusetts, praying that the lew of 
Congress, passed in August, [Si2, placing the national armo- 
ries under military government, be repeated, and the same 
placed under civil government as heretofore, 

ty Mr. COCKE: The petition of the heirs of Samuel 
Jackson, deceased, praying Congress to grant them the ar 
rearages of pension due their said father at the time of bis 
death. 

By Mr. STANTON: The petition of James M. Lewis, 
praying a pension for wounds received while in the service 
of the United States, during the late war with Great Britain: 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARRINGER: The petition of George Boggs, for 
a pension: referred to the Cominiitee on Revolutionary Pen 
sbois. 





| IN SENATE. 


Monpay, -@pril 27, 1846. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 

ate the proceedings of a Democratic meeting of cit- 
| izens of Philadelphia, sustaining the policy of the 
President of the United States in relation to Oregon, 
our foreign relations, and the public defences, 

Also, the proceedings of a public meeting of cit- 
izens of Philadelphia, urging upon Congress the 
necessity of making appropriations for the im- 
provement and inerease of the national defences. 

Which were laid on the table. 


Also, a communication from the Department of 
State, in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 13th instant, transmitting a statement of 
claims for spoliations on American commerce by 
the French prior to the ratification of the treaty 
with France of 1800, which were acted upon by 
the Board of Commissioners sitting under the treaty 
of Paris of 1531. 

Which was ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. EVANS presented the petition of William 
A. Howard, captain of the United States revenue 
steamer ** McLane,” praying increased compen- 
sation for services while acting by order of the 
President of the United States, under the direction 
of Commodore Dallas, in the naval service in the 
| West Indies; which was referred to the Commit- 
| tee on Naval Affairs. 
| Mr. BENTON presented the petition of Alexis 
Orgot, praying a pension for injuries received 
while serving in Captain Fremont’s expedition to 
the Rocky Mountains; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DIX presented the petition of Mary S&S. Clitz, 
|| widow of a late captain in the United States army, 
praying a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented several memorials 
of ship-owners, ship-masters, and others, of Bath, 

sangor, Portland, Thomaston, and Kennebunk, in 
the State of Mainc, remonstrating against the re- 
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peal of the pilot laws of 1837; which were laid 
upon the table. : 

Mr. YULEE presented the memorial of the ad- 
ministrator of Francis R. Sanchez, praying remu- 
neration for loss of property, occasioned by the 
acts of the United States troops; which was refer- 
red to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of Louis Chap- 
polin, praying remuneration for property taken for 
the use of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Mar- 
garet Heyland, praying a pension, and of Samuel 
Knapp, a revolutionary soldier, praying to be al- 
lowed arrears of pension; which were referred to 
the Cammuttee on Pensions. 

Mr. C. also presented the memorial of citizens 
of the city and county of Philadelphia, praying the 
establishment of a national foundry at Port Rich- 
mond, in said county; which was re ferred to the 
(Committee on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OP COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the (House) bill for 
the relief of Charles M. McKenzie, reported the 
sume without amendment. 

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the heirs of Crocker Sampson; which was read a 
first ume. ‘The accompanying report was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. G. also, from the same committee, submit- 
ted a report, accompanied by a bill for the relief of 
Asenath Canney; which was read a first time. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Joint Committee on 
the Library, reported a joint resolution, authori- 
zing the employment of Hiram Powers to execute 
certain statues for the United States; which joint 
resolution was read a first and second time, and the 
accompanying report was ordered to be printed. 

{A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that the Speaker of 
said House had signed the joint resolution abro- 
gating the convention providing for the joint occu- 
pation of the Oregon territory. Also, that said 
House had passed a bill to exempt canal boats 
from the payment of fees and hospital money; and 
a bill to enable the Secretary of the Navy to pur- 
chase the right of using Mix’s patent manger- 
stopper. } 

GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The House bill, to enable the Secretary of the 
Navy to purchase the right of using Mix’s patent 
manger-stopper, was read a first and second time, 
und referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The House bill, to exempt canal boats from the 
payment of fees and hospital money, was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
ice on Commerce. 

OREGON—"* THE NOTICE.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT signed the joint re- 
solution of notice for the abrogation of the con- 
vention providing for the joint occupation of the 
Oregon territory. 

The Senate considered the adverse report of the 
fommittee on Revolutionary Claims, of the rep- 
resentatives upon the petitions of Samuel Beach, 
“hristopher Delazenne, Benjamin Durkee, and 
Benjamim Van Valkenburgh; which were concur- 
red in. 

The Senate also considered the adverse report of 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, upon the 
memorial of the heirs and representatives of Fran- 
cis Vigo; which, 

On motion of Mr. PHELPS, was laid on the 
table. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Pensions, upon the petiuon of Charles Larrabee; 
which report was concurred in. 

Aiso, the report of the Committee on Pensions, 
on the subject of extending the provisions of the 
pension act of June 19, 1840, to certain cases, 
concluding with a request that the said committee 
be discharged from the further consideration’ of 
the subject; which request was agreed to. 

{Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States. ] 


THE OREGON JURISDICTION BILL. 
The next subject for consideration was the mo- | 


| 
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tion made by Mr. Breese, for the reconsideration 
of the vote by which the bill to protect the rights 
of American citizens residing in 6 

red to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. ALLEN remarked that the bill had been 
referred to the Committee on Territories, and after- 
wards a motion to reconsider was made, and laid 
on the table ull this time. He presumed that the 


mere fact of reconsidering the motion would not | 


necessarily change the direction of the measure. 


Votes were frequently reconsidered in order to ac- | 


commodate Senators. He rose for the purpose of 


expressing the hope that this bill would be at once | 
referred to some committee—he was somewhat | 


embarrassed us to what committee would be the 
most appropriate. 
he hoped that the committee which might be charged 


with the bill would afford the Senate an opportu- 


nity of acting upon it as soon as may be. 
lt was beyond doubt that the convention now 


subsisting between the United States and Great | 
Britain in relation to the Oregon territory would 


soon terminate. Whilst that convention existed, 
the citizens of the United States who were living 
beyond the Rocky Mountains had the benefit of its 
stipulations. ‘They were thus protected against 
British Jegislation—against the existing laws of 
England now in force there. But when the con- 
vention should have expired, the citizens of the 
United States beyond the Rocky Mountains would 
have no law, no treaty, no convention whatever, to 
protect them. ‘They would be precisely in the 
same condition in which the British subjects were 
—amenable to British jurisdiction and to British 
laws, and to none other. That being the case, it 
seemed to him a matter of the utmost importance 
that this act, or something like it, should be passed 
as speedily as possible, in order that it might take 


the place of the convention, as a means of protect- | 
ing American citizens, and to be in force at the | 


veriod when the convention should have expired. 


Che remoteness of the Oregon territory—the diffi- 

culties which nature had interposed against rapid | 
communication between the Government of the | 
United States and the shores of the Pacific, would | 
render it impossible to give effect to the bill in less | 


than six months from the date of its passage. It 
would take that time to apply this law for the pro- 
tection of the citizens of the United States in that 
territory—it would take one-half of the time be- 
tween now and the expiration of the subsisting 


convention, which was now the only protection | 


which American citizens had against British law 
in Oregon. 
attention of Senators to that important state of the 
case, in order that all due cape 


ican citizens in Oregon, the convention of course 
expiring at the expiration of the notice, that it is 
the will of the United States that it should termi- 
nate, and that will probably be in about thirteen 
months. At the end of that—the remotest period 
—there will be no laws or protection for seven or 
eight thousand American citizens beyond the 


Rocky Mountains; and in order to provide in due | 
ume for that state of things he desired now to sug- | 


est to the Senate the necessity of expediting action 
on this bill. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON understood his friend from | 


Illinois, [Mr. Breese,| who moved to reconsider, 
to say that it was more proper that the bill should 
be referred to some other committee; he (Mr. H.) 


hoped, then, that on the general question of recon. | 
sideration, it would not be considered improper | 


by the Senator or the Senate to treat the subject in 
that point of view. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Aven] had very truly stated that there were very 
important features in the bill, and to one of them 
he had particularly referred—that was the section 
extending the laws of the United States over the 


whole territory of Oregon, so that these laws would | 


apply to ail there on the expiration of the existing 
convention. 
very important question whether the bill shall not 
be modified in that feature. But he (Mr. H.) did 


not propose to go into that subject at present. The | 
question now was simply as to the reference of the | 


bill. If it was to be referred to any standing com- 
mittee—and he did not see any necessity for the 
reference to a special committee—it did appear to 
him that the Committee on Territories was the ap- 
propriate one. It was quite true that the bill com- 
prised subjects which in themselves might belong 


regon was refer- | 


Lie desired to say, further, that | 


He mentioned this, merely to call the |) 
ition might be used | 


in carrying the bill into execution, so that it might | 
take the place of the convention in protecting Amer- | 


In that point of view, it becomes a | 
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to other committees. A part of it extended the 
|| laws of the ‘Territory of lowa over the citizens of 
Oregon—that should go to the Judiciary Commit. 
tee; the fourth section provided for grants of Jand— 
that was a nr igen for the Committee on Public 
|, Lands; the fifth related to Indian agents, which 
was a proper subject for the Committee on Indiay 
|| Affairs; the portion which had reference to military 
objects, might go to the Committee on Milit ry Af. 
fairs; and that which related to mail-routes, to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. But 
it had never been the practice to divide bills, and 
parcel them out to separate committees. ‘Tha; 
would be very inconvenient, and was, indeed, jy. 
practicable. ‘The Oregon country was denomina- 
ted a ‘‘territory”’ in the bill; and in his judement 
| the Committee on Territories was the appropriate 
one to which the bill should be referred. The yi}! 
had come from the Committee on Territories in the 
| other House; and, in his opinion, no committee 
was more competent to take charge of it here. 
Mr. SEVIER remarked that the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Dix] had the floor in reply to the 
Senator from Delaware on the bill before the Sen- 
ate; and as the morning hour had nearly expired, 
he moved that the further consideration of the mo- 
tion to reconsider be postponed, and that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the order of the day. 
Mr. ALLEN desired to say one word. He had 
‘| no desire to protract this discussion. His sole oly- 
ject was to get the bill referred promptly. He 
would ask his friend from Illinois [Mr. Breese} 
to withdraw his motion. 
Mr. WESTCOTT said he had no feeling about 
the motion, but he 
Mr. SEVIER rose to order. 
The PRESIDENT reminded the Senator that 
the question was now on the postponement. 
Mr. BREESE then withdrew his motion. 





FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the bill relative to French 
spoliations prior to 1800. 

Mr. DIX rose in reply to Mr. Ciayrton, stating 
that, after mature consideration, he had come to a 
conclusion differing from the opinion of the ma- 
jority of the Select Committee, of which he was a 
_ member, and he felt it to be his duty to present the 
reasons which had brought him to this conclusion. 
He would have preferred that the other member of 
the committee, [Mr. Maneum,] who, with hin, 
constituted the minority, should have assumed the 
| task, in consequence of his greater standing and 

experience. 

Congratulating the Senator from Delaware on 
the enviable position he occupied, having no per- 
sonal friends or constituents to urge him on, with 
reference to this bill, he expressed his regret that 
such was not his own case. One-third of the en- 

' tire amount of these claims was in the possession 
of citizens of New York; many of them were in 
the hands of personal friends, and hence he had 
the strongest inducements to give a favorable con- 

| sideration of their claims, and to see justice done 
to them. He felt pain that he had not been able 
to bring his mind to a decision in harmony with 
their wishes and interests. 

Mr. D. recapitulated the course which had been 
taken during this session in relation to these claims, 
for the purpose of repelling the inference that the 
committal to a committee favorable to the claims, 
indicated a disposition on the partof the Senate 
to adopt the most favorable view of the merits of 
these claims. 

He then went into a history of the treaties of 
1778, between the United States and France; and 
of the assistance rendered by France to us in our 
struggle for independence. He desired to speak 
of this assistance with proper respect; but he re- 
garded the existing Government of France, at that 
period, as acting principally with an eye to the in- 
| terests of theirown country. Generosity was not 
the attribute of Governments; it was only to be 
looked for among individuals. With a view to 
illustrate the history of that portion of our Revolu- 
tion, which the Senator from Delaware had char- 
acterized as the darkest period of our revolution- 
| ary struggle, he selected some portions of that his- 

tory to bear him (Mr. D.) out in the view, that, 

so far from being the darkest, it was one of the 
most brilliant of its periods. France, therefore, 
came to our aid, not in the moment of our distress, 

| but in the midst of our glory , 


-— 


1846. 


= 


He desired to show that there was no insepara- || was the bill in relation to the Smithsonian Institu- 
ble connexion between the treaties which had been | 


referred to and these claims. The treaties were 
for commercial purposes, and for objects of defence. 
They expressly guarantied forever the independ- 
ence of the United States on the part of France; 
and,on the part of the United States, they guaran- 
tied the permanence ot the sovereignty of F France 
forever over her possessions in this continent. The 
amicable relations thus established continued until 
after the close of the war of our Revolution. When 
France had changed the form of her Goverment, 
hy a decree of her National Convention, she threw 
oi all her obligations to neutral nations, which led 
to a remonstrance from the Minister of the United 


States, and this produced an exception of our | 


commerce from the operation of that decree. But, 
nevertheless, France commenced a series of out- 


rages upon our commerce, which were carried to a | 


very mischievous extent. 
Mr. D. then went into some detail, to show that 


eonelusion to which the Senator from Delaware 
had come. He contended that it had been made 
clear by Mr. Jefferson, that we had never been 
suilty of any violation of our obligations, even 


tion, the consideration of which had been post- 
poned until to-day. 

Mr. POLLOCK rose (he was understood to 
say) to a privileged motion, but what it was he did 
not state, so far as the reporter is informed. 

THE SECRET-SERVICE FUND. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose and asked leave 
to make a brief personal explanation. 

Mr. HARALSON. 
to the personal matters between the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL,| and 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wes- 
STER,] | protest against it. It is from no personal 
feeling that I object, but because the time of the 


country is too precious to be consumed in matters 


of personal crimination and recrimination, to the 
exclusion of the public business, especially when 
the former can be settled between the parties as 


| easily through the public prints as in this House. 
there was nothing in the course taken by the Uni- 
ted States, under these circumstances, to justify the | 


while France was perpetrating the most grievous || 


outrages on our commerce. France, in the mean 
time, insisted that she had no hostile intentions 


Mr. INGERSOLL. 
pension of the rules. 

Mr. ASHMUN. I trust that the gentleman 
will be allowed to proceed, provided the House 
will give me leave to reply to him. 


Then lL must move a sus- 


If the application relates | 
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Mr. HENLEY, (to the Chair.) What rule is 


it necessary to suspend, in order that a gentleman 


| may make a personal explanation? for personal 


against the United States, but assigned various || 


excuses, Which were deemed insufficient by our 


Government, and led to remonstrances on our | 


part. With reference to these claimants, he con- 


tended that the Government of the United States | 


neither assumed, nor intended to assume, any re- 


sponsibility other than that of presenting their com- | 


plaints to the French Government for redress, in 
the swongest manner practicable, and this had been 
done. 

He insisted that the treaties between the United 
States and France in 1793, were abrogated by the 


explanations of some kind or other are made every | wrong to make public how any part of it is dis- 


day. 


in matters of legislation as a personal explanation. 
Such things are constantly tolerated by unanimous 
consent. But if unanimous consent is not given, 
and a suspension of the rules takes place, then all 
the rules must be suspended. 

‘¢ Shall the rules be suspended ?”’ 


Mr. HENLEY. If there are no such rules, 


| how can they be suspended ? 


acts of both parties—by the act of Congress of | 
1798, on one hand, and by the conduct of France, || 


on the other—and could no longer be considered 
obligatory on either. 
a state of things arose in which captures were 


Subsequent to that period, || 


made by the two Powers, not preceded, it is true, | 
by any proclamation of war, but which were such | 


us evidently to warrant the inference that a state 
of actual hostilities existed. 

He admitted that our ministers were instructed, 
in the negotiations which followed this unsettled 
condition of our intercourse, to urge these claims 
for spoliations upon France; and imtroduced por- 
tions of history to show that France evaded the 
responsibility under a variety of pretexts; pertina- 
ciously coupling the treaties and indemnities, and 
contending that France had, in no instance, com- 
mitted any act abrogating these treaties. In fact, 
he came to the conclusion, from a deliberate inves- 
tigation of the documents, making such inferences 
us were dictated by common sense, that these 


claims to indemnities for spoliations were aban- | 
doned by both Governments, and that the United | 


States were bound neither by honor nor justice to 
pay these claims. Judging of these claims, which 
they were called upon now, after a lapse of forty 
years, to allow, it was safest to rely on the contem- 
poraneous testimony of the times. They had still 
been refused; and it would be unsafe to allow them 
now. He regretted to differ from his friend, (the 
Senator from Delaware,) but could not avoid hold- 


ing that we were not bound to respond to these | 


claims. He knew of no principle by which a 
Government, after extraordinary efforts to obtain | 
a redress of grievances, could be held responsible | 
for them. It had obtained, by the negotiation of 
1803, four millions, and of 1831, nearly five mil- 

lions of dollars. He held Government had done | 
its duty, aud was fully exonerated from all further 
action in the matter. 


On motion of Mr. FAIRFIELD, the Senate pro- 


| to allow the gentleman to make a personal expla- | 


ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; || 


and 
The Senate adjourned. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, April 27, 1846. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and ap- 


proved, 


The SPEAKER said the special order of the day _ 


and, after some time, the doors were reopened, || 


The SPEAKER. No personal explanation can 


The SPEAKER. There is no such thing known 


The question is, | 


be made within any strict technical rule of the 


House, and, if tolerated at all, it must be either by 


unanimous consent or by a suspension of all rules 
relating to the order of business. 


The question is, ‘* Shall the rules be suspended 


nation ?”’ 

Mr. COBB asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered. 

Mr. ASHMUN desired to move an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to amend a motion 
to suspend the rules is not in order. 

[A message was received from the Senate by A. 


Linen 


dicate myself, I fell most unexpectedly on others, 
which led me next day to denounce him as a delin- 
quent, 

When the President’s answer to the resolution 
of the House of Representatives refused certain 
documents, I repeated, in general assertions, the 
fact of his delinquency, and added, that it is easily 
susceptible of proof. “My triends advised me to go 
no further, supposing that Mr. Webster would chal- 
lenge investigation. 

Not having done so, but having again, with op- 
probrious language, in Senate, charged me with 
slander, and called on me to substantiate my accu- 
sation of him, I now submit a short statement, 
which may be tested as to truth. 

There are three charges of delinquency: 

First. Unlawtul use of the fund appropriated for 
the contingent service of foreign intercourse, com- 
monly called the secret-service fund. 

Secondly. Misapplying part of that fund to cor- 
rupt party presses. 

Thirdly. Leaving the Department of State in 
default to that fund. 

First. Congress appropriates annually a small 
sum, commonly $30,000, for the contingent expen- 
ses of foreign intercourse; the disbursement of part 
of which is sometimes usefully clandestine, but 
never, as has been erroneously supposed, corrupt, 
Whenever, in the President’s opinion, it would be 


vosed of, he so certifies; and, by act of Congress, 
\is mere certificate is sufficient voucher at the treas- 
ury for the required settlement. 

These funds have, for the last sixteen years, if 
not always, been in the hands of a clerk, called by 
acts of Congress, the disbursing agent of the De- 
partment of State, who kept them in banks, as 
agent. ‘The official routine is, for the President, 
on the requisition of the Secretary of State, to au- 
thorize payment of the money from the treasury 
to the disbursing agent of the State Department. 
The disbursing agent is debited at the treasury with 
the sum drawn into the Department of State, keeps 


| it to his credit, as agent, in bank, and gives checks 


as required by the Secretary, for payment to any 
person he may designate 

In this way the first check I saw, when I went to 
the department, was drawn by the agent for the 


|| service at New York in McLeod’s case, 81,000. 
|| 


But, shortly after President Harrison’s death, 
and before Vice President Tyler was at home in 


|| Chief Magistraey—in April, 1841—Mr. Secretary 


| 


Dickens, Esq., Secretary, stating that the Senate | 
' had passed the bill of the House entitled ** An act 
for the relief of Charles W. Bingley, of Charles | 


ton, South Carolina,” with an amendment. } 
The question * Shall the rules be suspended ?”° 


was then taken, and decided in the affirmative, as | 


follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, Atkinson, Bar- 


Brockenbrough, Brodhead, Catheart, John G. Chapman, 
Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Collin, Cranston, Cunningham, 


|| Webster began an entirely novel method of deal- 


ing with the secret-service fund. Instead of di- 
recting the disbursing agent to pay any third person, 
Mr. Webster required the money to be paid to him- 
self. 

In this way he drew to himself from the disburs- 
ing agent twelve thousand dollars during the first 
nihe months of Mr. Webster’s incumbency as Sec- 


| retary, about $1,300 a month in 1841, and three 


Dunlap, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Foot, Fries, Giddings, 


Gordon, Graham, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Harmanson, 
Henley, Hoge, Edmund W. Hubard, James B. Hunt, Hun 


ter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, George W. | 


Jones, Seaborn Jones, Preston King, Leake, Leib, La Sere, 


McDowell, McIivame, John P. Martin, Morris, Moulton, 


Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Pendleton, Perrill, Pettit, |) 


Phelps, Pollock, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Rob- 


D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Stark- 
weather, Stephens, St. John, Strohin, Thibodeaux, Thomas- 


| son, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tilden, Vance, 


Vinton, Wentworth,, Wick, Yancey, and Yost—102. 
NAYS—Messrs. Burt, Carroll, Reuben Chapman, Cocke, 
Dixon, Gentry, Haralson, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes; Hop- 
kins, George 8. Houston, Thomas Butler King, Lewis, Me- 
Gaughey, Marsh, Barkley Martin, Morse, Root, Runk, Sea- 


man, Truman Smith, Wheaton, White, Woodward, and || 


Yell—25. 
So the rules were suspended. 


And leave having been thus granted, 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL spoke as follows: 

Mr. Speaker: When Mr. Webster, in virulent 
terms, in Senate, assailed my truth, concerning 
transactions of which proofs ought to be in the 
Department of State, I went there in search of 
them for my vindication. As a member of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, for some years, I 
have some freedom of access there, though proba- 
bly none which any other member of Congress is 
not entitled to. 


Searching for proofs, not to expose him, but vin- 


|| sand dollars in his first twelve months. 
Darragh, Jefferson Davis, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dockery, 


| thousand dollars more early in 1842. 
ringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, James A. Black, Bowlin, || ; y 


‘Thus he took into his own hands fifteen thou- 
The Pres- 
ident, there is written evidence in the department 
to show, never authorized this, knew nothing of it, 
and when first apprised of it, more than fourteen 
months after it had been going on, to the large 


. ( || amount of fifteen thousand dollars, refused it his 
, Levin, Ligon, Long, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, James | 


| sanetion. 
It was not till July, 1842, as the evidence in the 


|| department shows, in Mr. Webster’s handwriting, 
erts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Severance, A. | 


that he gota President’s certificate for four thou- 


| sand four hundred and sixty dollars, (44,460. ) 


| 





| 


t 
* 


| 
| 
| 


That President’s certificate, of which IL took a 
minute, dated 19th July, 1842, is— 
To J. J. Crittenden, for expenses of journey to 

New Berks cece. cece eewerosn cesses GO 
To F. O. J. Smith, for services connected with 

the northeasiern boundary. ........+++.+ 2,000 
To Alexander Powell, for journey to, and 

stay on the frontier in 184], on the subject 

of the disturbances. ....ccccseccccesees 1,000 
With several other items. 

The first item in this short account concerning 
McLeod, will show how I was led from that to 


| other objects; and some of the other items will 


show the agents whom, as Secretary of State, Mr. 
Webster employed. Both Houses of Congress, if 
not the public at large, have not been left in igno- 
rance of the characters of some of those on whom the 
Secretary of State bestowed large sums of public 


money, if their receipts correctly vouch what they 
got. 
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in a memorandum of payments to Mr. Webster 
hy authority of the President, there is a minute 
dated June 23, 1842, ** By cash returned, $5,000.” 

After drawing $15,000 to himself during fifteen 
months, during which period there is no trace of 
what he did with those large sums, he appears to 
have returned one-third of the amount withdrawn. 
Why return it if taken for any public purpose? 
Where had it been kept? If in any place of de- 
posite, was it separate from Mr. Webster’s private 
funds? WDhid he use it? 

‘These $5,000 were returned ten days after, ac- 
cording to the published correspondence, his nego- 
with the British Envoy Extraordinary 
began by conversational and confidential inter- 
course, without protocols or other usual records of 
such transactions. 

In 1843 Mr. Webster took to himself $2,000 
more, making altogether $17,000, 

On closing the account, crediting the $5,000 re- 
turned, and various other sums, there remained a 
bulance acuinst him of $2,290 of the secret-service 
fund One of hi acainst it Was for $1,400, 
published in House document, report No 29, first 

ion, 2th Convress— report of Mr. Rogers for 
of bringing 


tiation 


cr dit 


maps, charts, surveys, and expenses 


them to the seat of Government, and for copies of 


trai ripe 3, and for various arvencies to procure in- 
formation connected with the boundary treaty. 


This : ; 
his inarticulate and comprehensive mixture of 
many incongruous items, without specification of 


price , dante ,Orany apparent te st of rec titude, Mr. 
’ 


Webster certified himself as a proper 
eredit for himself, and deducted from his debit to 
the seeret-service fund. Without that credit his 
default to that fund would have been $3,690, in- 

ead of $2,290, which it was when he was re- 
moved from office, 


yecretary 


The $17,000 were in his 


hands, contrary to 
uniform usage; 


if used by him, contrary to the 
Whether so, is for him to make 
The burden of proof ison him. 

Secondly: Application of the secret-service fund 
toe orrupet party presses. The Ashburton treaty 
bears date the 9th Au rust, [84:3. Congress were 
then in session: and,as Mr. Apams has charged 
and Leontess I did what little I could, as 
small m nority in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, (we had forty votes, I think, under the 
wevious question,) to resist a treaty which Mr. 
Vebster has lately stated in the Senate granted 
near half a million of dollars from the treasury of 
the United States to the people of Maine and Mas- 
n desired to contend, when put 
down by the previous question, that the House of 
, ntatives had a constitutional right to pass 


LC pre st 


ub-treasury act, 


Ippear 


ryhe late iy 


one of i 


achusetts—I the 


on such a treaty. 

What Lam now enabled to add of revelation 
from the Department of State, will prove that my 
instincts of aversion to the treaty were even truer 
than reason, : 

In the D partment of State, there is now a letter 

iwned FLO. J. Smith, marked private, dated Port- 
land, the 12th of August, 1842, addressed to Mr. 
Webster, Secretory of State, substantially as fol- 
lows: 

It begins by congratulating Mr. Webster on his 


ettlement of the Maine boundary question by a, 


new mode of approaching the subject, after forty years 
of diplomacy, without which new mode another 
forty years of diplomacy would have come to no- 
Thitiy 

|Mr. P.O. J. Smith seems to have surgested the 
boast with which his correspondent, Mr. Webster, 
hugyed himself in his elaborate vindication in the 
m nate, | 

Mr. Smith informs Mr. Webster by this letter 
that he had oceasion to resort to services and influ- 
ences, in order lo adjust the tone and direction of rut 
ranry presses, and through them of public senti- 
ment, toa purpose so desirable of accomplishment 
under Mr, Webster’s administration. 

Mr. Smith, therefore, submits a claim or ac- 
count, if Lrecollect richt, in blank for Mr. Web- 
ster to fill up, of which he calls for payment out 
of the contingent fund. Mr. Smith presumes that 
the continzent fund will be ample, and Mr. Web- 
ster’s control of it complete, to do whatever he 
may think just. 

‘The sums Mr. Smith vouches as got by him 
from Mr. Webster are $2,000 for services connect- 
ed with the northeastern boundary, and two years 


aut r he vouches $500 more, as will be shown. 
Vhirdly. 


debt to the secret-service fund, $2,290. The re- 


Leaving the Department of State in | 


cords of the department show this default beyond 
all denial or question. 

They show, furthermore, that it was neither paid 
nor accounted for during nearly two years after 
Mr. Webster’s removal from office. 

‘They show several letters sent to him by Presi- 
dent ‘T'yler’s direction, urging payment, and eva- 
sive letters of excuse from Mr. Webster for non- 
payment, 

At length, a peremptory letter that exposure 
would or might be the consequence of more delay, 
produced reimbursement. But settlement did not 
take place till the Ist of February, 1845, ten days 
before President Polk arrived in Washington to be 
inaugurated, when Mr. Webster produced another 
voucher from Mr. F. O. J. Smith, for an additional 
4500, and other vouchers, one from George Smith 
for $500. 

George Smith, since dead, denied that he had 
ever been paid or vouched more than $150, to 
which sum Mr. Webster reduced the $500 at first 
demanded, as his agent, now in Washington, will 
prove. 

Granting all the vouchers Mr. Webster produ- 
ced, there was nevertheless a balance of about 
$1,200 due from him, at all events, when he left 
the department. That sum he was in default to 
the secret-service fund, after crediting everything 
in the way of repayment, offset, or voucher, that 
he claimed. 

In all I have said in this affair, no allusion has 
been made to any private aggravation. Regretting 
the exposure forced from me, having afforded Mr. 
Webster several opportunities to meet the charges 
in his own way, that which he chose, left me no 
alternative but this forbearing justification of my- 
self. 

A resolution, or committee, which I cannot in- 
stitute, will soon test the truth of my statements. 

Mr. |. having concluded— 

Mr. ASHMUN rose and asked leave of the 
Llouse to make a brief reply. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. W. HUNT moved that the rules be sus- 
pended. 

Mr. PENDLETON demanded the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered. 

Mr. G. 8. HOUSTON desired the Speaker to 
state what the motion was. ; 

The SPEAKER. It is for leave to reply in the 
form of a personal explanation. 

Mr. G.S. HOUSTON. I did not understand 
the gentleman as wishing to make a personal ex- 
planation. 

Mr. ASHMUN. I will put the motion in such 
a form that there shall be no question about it. I 
appeal to the justice and generosity of this House 
to allow me to reply. 

The SPEAKER. All these explanations and 
replies are foreign to all the known rules and laws 
of the House. 
unanimous consent, or by a suspension of the 
rules. And the Chair doubts whether, even un- 


der the latter process, they can be regularly made. || 


After a brief conversation, in which Messrs. 
BOYD, McKAY, HUNTER, and PENDLE- 
TON, participated, 

‘The question, ‘* Shall the rules be suspended ?”’ 
was taken, and decided in the affirmative, as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messers. John Quincy Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, 
Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Boyd, Brock 
cnbrough, Brodhead, Butlington, Burt, William W. Camp- 
bell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, John G. Chap- 
man, Augustus A. Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Cobh, Cocke, 
Collaner, Collin, Constable, Cranston, Crozier, Daniel, 
Dargan, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dillingham, Dixon, 
Dobbin, Dockery, Dunlap, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Faran, 
Foot, Fries, Garvin, Giddings, Giles, Gordon, Grahain, Grin- 
nell, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Harmanson, Harper, Hen- 
ley, Hilliard, Hoge, I. E. Holmes, Edmund W. Hubard, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. 
Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Sea- 
born Jones, Preston King, Thomas B. King, Lawrence, 
Leake, Leib, La Sere, Levin, Ligon, Long, Lumpkin, 
Maclay, McClelland, MeConnell, McCrate, James Me- 
Dowell, MeGaughey, Melivaine, MeKay, Miller, Morris, 
Morse, Moseley, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Pendleton, Perrill, 
Pettit, Phelps, Pollock, Price, Rathbun, Relfe, Ritter, Rob- 
erts, John A. Rockwell, Runk, Sawtelle, Scammon,Schenck, 


‘They can only be received by- 
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| Barkley Martin, Root, Sawyer, Thomas Smith, Jaco) 
Thompson, White, Woodruff, Woodward, and Yelj— 24 ” 


So the rules were suspended. 
And leave having accordingly been granted, 


Mr. ASH MUN thereupon took the floor. 
Mr. HUNTER rose, and requested of the 
' teman the floor, to be allowed to propound 
terrogatory to the gentleman from Penns 
[Mr. Incersout.] 

Mr. ASHMUN. Certainly, 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to ask of the gentle. 
man from Pennsylvania whether he ever received 
any information on this subject from Mr. 'Tris; 
who was then acting Secretary of State? 

Mr. INGERSOLL replied that he had receiy, d 
no intimation or information of any sort from him 

Mr. BAYLY (Mr. A. further yielding the floor) 
said he believed he understood the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to disclaim imputing to Mr. Tyler 
the late President of the United States, any fault 
in reference to the abuses that had been committed 
in this fund. Did he understand the gentleman 
correctly ? 3 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ASHMUN resumed the floor, and pro- 
ceeded. 

| I was very confident, Mr. Speaker, (said he,) 
that the sense of justice that prevails in this House 
would not preclude me from an opportunity of re- 
plying to the member from Pennsylvania. Afier 
the repeated, deliberate, cold-blooded ebullitions of 
that gentleman here 

The SPEAKER interposed to order. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts must avoid personali- 
ties. Although the House had suspended its rules 
to allow this debate to proceed, the Chair would 
take the responsibility of requiring the gentleman 
to preserve the order of the House. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Well, I suppose it was per- 
fectly in order for the member from Pennsylvania 
to utter all sorts of abusive epithets about an ab- 
sent gentleman, and that a Senator, calling him by 
name, too, and yet it is not strictly parliamentary 
to impute any bad motives to—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no power be- 
tween present and absent gentlemen, but he has 
power between present gentlemen, and it must be 
exercised. 

Mr. ASHMUN, (resuming.) I intend to keep 
myself strictly within the rules of order. 1 was 
saying, that I was sure, after the repeated, de- 
liberate, premeditated assaults, which the meimber 
from Pennsylvania has made on the distinguished 
member from Massachusetts, this House would not 
refuse to hear a word or two in reply, and the vote 
of the House just taken has not disappointed me. 
I think the House, as the nation, are not only sur- 
wised, but are mortified at the scenes which have 
ben exhibited here. The House has been de- 
nounced abroad in the press, and by the people, for 
its wanton violation of good taste and good man- 

| ners; but I think an offence has been committed 
here higher than that against good taste and good 
manners. I think an offence has been committed 
against society, as well as against the reputation of 
this House. Is it not a matter of mortification 
that this House should be the vehicle of such re- 
peated vituperation as we have heard and witness- 
'ed? Is it nota matter of astonishment, pure, and 
unmingled astonishment, that a member, who has 
lived so long in public life, and who ought to know 
what reputation is worth, (if indeed itis worth any- 
thing to him,) should be willing so often, repeatedly, 
with words written down, to come into this House 
and attempt to destroy the fame of a distinguished 
man—a fume which is a part of the property of the 
people of the United States? If he was a young 
member, just entering into political life, who desired 
to gain some fame by his connecting his name with 
the name of the high and distinguished individual, 
whose character he was endeavoring to traduce, it 
would not be so strange. The member from Penn- 
sylvania told us the other day that he first met Mr. 
Webster in public life thirty-odd years ago. Well, 
from that time to this has he ever received the 


fen- 
an in- 
ylvania, 





|| slightest cause of offence from Mr. Webster? | 


Seaman, Seddon, Severance, Alexander H. Sims, Leonard | 


H. Sims, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, Strohm, Sykes, Thibo- 


deaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Thurman, Tib- | 


batts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, Wick, 
Wright, Yancey, Young, and Yost—137. 

NAYS—Messts. Biggs, Reuben Chapman, Clarke, Cullom, 
Cunningham, Gentry, Haralson, Herrick, Hopkins, George 
8. Ilouston, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Lewis, 


appeal to the whole nation to say that, however 
strongly Mr. Webster has spoken of parties or of 
principles, all his speeches have been free from per- 
sonalities. I do not believe, or know, that any, 


the slightest, cause of offence has been given by Mr. 
| Webster, unless it may be that one that may ran- 
kle in his bosom—that he (Mr. W.) has left him 
alone; that he has fathomed enough of his charac- 
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ter to know that it was not worth while for him to 

say anything about him. Sir, he has never attack- 

ed him. Why, then, why, then, I ask, on the 9th 

of February, when we had been discussing great 

and grave questions, involving peace and war, why, 
then, did the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, when permitted by common consent to 
make the closing reply in that debate, instead of 
a statesmanlike argument on the important ques- 
tions involved in that discussion, why did he vol- 
untarily, deliberately, purposely go out of his way 
to attack that gentleman, bringing in accusations 
whieh had no sort of connexion with the subject 
under discussion—accusations which have been 
proved to be false? And for what sort of motives? 
During thirty years he had known Mr. Webster 
asa public man, and for a considerable portion of 
that time the gentleman himself had been a public 
man. lL think when he was about to make that at- 
tack, and when he recalled the recollections of that 
Congress in which he met Mr. Webster for the 
first time, that there might have been wakened upa 
remembrance that should have cautioned him how 
again he undertook to attack the name and charac- 
ter of a distinguished citizen. 

Sir, there was in that Congress a gentleman of 
the highest patriotic virtue, chivalry, intelligence, 
character, and standing, in every respect—a gentle- 
man from New Jersey—a gentleman he knows at 
once—his thoughts ran at once to the name of 
Stockton. ‘There was in that Congress, when he 
first commenced public life, a gentleman who was 
slandered to his face. That Mr. Stockton was 
falsified in this Hall; and the retribution that im- 
mediately followed, the “ scarifying”’ process that 
immediately began, is within the recollection of 
those who lived at that time. Sir, tradition tells 
us of the withering, blasting attack of Mr. Stock- 
ton, in reply to the slander of that day, and that 
the man who uttered this slander left this Hall 
erying like a whipped schoolboy; and I should 
wonder that that lesson had ever been forgotten. 
At least it has taught him one thing—never again 
to utter an attack upon a gentleman in his presence. 
And | believe now, as was intimated by my col- 
league the other day, that sooner than he would 
have made this attack upon Mr. Webster, if pre- 
sent, he would have bitten his tongue off. But 
Mr. Webster is not here. He relies on his name, 
character, the fame of his public life, and the weak 
efforts of a few friends here, to defend him. 

Sir, this attack is buta continuation of that course 
of vituperation that commenced with Mr. Stock- 
ton, that followed upon Judge Marshall and the 
Judges of the Supreme Court, in a charge of cor- 
ruption in their decision on the question of the ex- 
tending of the charter of the Bank of the United 
States. ‘That course of vituperation has lived till 
now. 

The gentleman the other day, with the most 
hold simplicity—I might say with audacious sim- 
plicity—said that whatever thing had been said of 
him, he never knew before that his truth had been 
called in question. Now I beg to say that the gen- 
tleman must either be very deaf or very blind, for 
that is the precise question that all the world make 
in relation to this matter. It is the truth of the 
charges—the slander, the vituperation, the vilifica- 
tion which has been poured upon great men from 
the same source, 


Sir, he is the accuser and the witness in relation | 


to Mr. Webster. 


It becomes us, then, to know | 
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of New York, with certain contents; with having 


sent it by express. And he said the next step 
taken by the Administration of which Mr. Web- 
ster was a member, was to procure to be employed, 
as counsel for McLeod, a gentleman who was 
lately removed from the office of district attorney 
in New York, and that a fee of five thousand dol- 
lars was put into his hands for that purpose. 

Now, these were specific charges. All of them 
have been proved false. It was true that a private 
letter was sent; but not by express. Why, then, 
did the gentleman get up here, and declare the cir- 
cumstantial manner in which this letter was sent, 
in order to make the House think it a matter of 
great importance ? 

Mr. INGERSOLL, (in his seat.) 
was sent by express? 

Mr. ASHMUN. [think so. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I think not. 

Mr. ASHMUN. I have anticipated this, and 
have before me the Daily Union. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. ‘That is not right. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Who tells the truth—the Re- 

orters for the Union, or that gentleman? Do the 
Rape for the Union come here to fa'sify mem- 
bers, and insert words that were never uttered ? 
He is so reported; | remember he said so, and so 
do many gentlemen around me 

Mr. INGERSOLL. IL remember I did not. 

Mr. ASHMUN continuing. And when he 
says, with that child-like simplicity, that he never 
knew his truth called in question, that is an ex- 
cellent consideration to be looked at in this con- 
nexion, 

Well, he did state that a fee of $5,000 was put 
into the hands of the gentleman, late district at- 
torney. Has that not been proved fulse ? 

Mr. INGERSOLL, (in his seat.) ‘True. 

Mr. ASHMUN. ‘**'True!’’ Sir, there is not 
one word of truth in it. On the contrary, if the 
gentleman undertakes to bolster up his former 
statements by the evidence produced this morning, 
it entirely fails to show that any money was paid 
by the Administration as a fee for the counsel of 
McLeod. 

Mr. INGERSOLL was understood to say that 


Did I say it 





| he had not said that it was paid by the “ddministra- 


tion. 


The SPEAKER called Mr. I. to order for inter- 


ruption. 
Mr. ASHMUN. 


| stirred, the more truth will be elicited. 


The gentleman says he did not say that it was 
paid by the Administration. I put it to the honest 
sense of this House, if it was not so stated as to be 


understood that it was paid by theAdministration ? 


Mr. INGERSOLL, (in his seat.) No. 

Mr. ASHMUN. LI did not put it to you. I 
put it to the honest sense of this Llouse. 

Well, he says that a note was written by Mr. 
Webster to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, for 
a Minister to go to Great Britain to settle the Ore- 
gon question. Well, if he did so, I think the 54° 


40’ men should be glad that he moved so early. | 


| But this is only important as to the matter of truth. 


Mr. Webster says he did not send a note. It is 
true that a verbal communication with Mr. Ad- 
ams, or Mr. Cushing, or both, took place. So far 


| 1 admit the statement, and give the member from 


who the accuser is, and what is the character of the |, 


witness. He has brought us here from the secret 
recesses of the State Department certain memoran- 
da, letters, and documents, and we are expected 
to take them on the credit of his veracity—his 
truthfulness—for no otherwise can we judge in re- 
lation to it. ‘The President of the United States 


says the seal is too sacred to allow him to break it | 


even upon the call of this House; and yet, with a 
boldness that is unparalleled, the member from 
Pennsylvania stands up and says he has found out 


& way to get into these secret archives, and he |. 


comes here and asks us and the nation to believe 
he has told the truth in relation to this matter. 
Now, what, then, says the accuser and the wit- 
ness in this case? Why, on the 9th of ene 
he made five or six specific charges against Mr. 
Webster. He charged him, in the most imposing 


‘| truths to one lie? 


| **Well,”’ says the Indian, ‘did you not find a_ 
Well, did I not tell you two | 
Now the gentleman gets up 


| brook and a tree? 


Pennsylvania the credit of having told oye truth 
in the whole. And it reminds me of an anecdote 
of an Indian, who came by a farmer’s house, de- 
sirous of getting something to drink. Knowing 
that the farmer was rather surly and tight-fisted, 
he told the farmer that he had just come by the 
bend of the brook, where was a tree, and that a 
deer was feeding by that tree. “And now,” says 
he, ** give me something to drink for this informa- 


| tion.”” The farmer now complied with his request, 


and was off with his rifle after the deer. He got 
there, and found the tree, and the bend of the 
brook, but no deer. Upon coming back, he de- 
nounced the Indian for having deceived him. 
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| here and says—although I know the word “lie 


manner, and with a shake of the finger, and a | he ( 
_in order, or within the usage of this House? 


solemn gravity that impressed this House with the 
importance of this communication, with having 
written a letter marked ‘ private” to the Governor 


gentleman from Tennessee, {Mr. Marrtin,} that it | 


is not parliamentary 


. MARTIN rose to a point of order. He 





Mr. 


submitted to the Chair whether such language was 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
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Iam not afraid of this inter- | 
jectional conversation; for the more this matter is 
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isa matter of great difficulty for the Speaker to de- 
cide what language is strietly in order, or within 
the rule and practice of this House, because all 
rules have been suspended, and the House is re- 
ceiving explanations under the authority or limite- 
tion of no rule whatever. 

Mr. ASHMUN. I was about to say, and did 
say —~ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already called 
the gentleman to order, and required him not to 
indulge in the use of unparliamentary language. 

Mr. ASH MUN. I did say that I did not intend 
to apply the term to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, 

Mr. ASHMUN resumed. I did not intend that 
term to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. His 
were mistakes; and if he has one accuracy to five 
mistakes, it is doing pretty well. . 

Well, these charges were denounced as false, 
and proved, as LT said, false. There was no attempt 
on the part of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
prove them to be true; and the gentleman says un- 
der these circumstances he went to the State De- 
partment in search of further materials. Well, sir, 
it was very natural, if he had the free run of the 
State Department, that he should go there; that, 
following the bent of his inclination, he should get 
all the means in his power to traduce Mr. Web- 
ster. 

But now the question comes before the House 
and the nation—and it is an important question in 
judging of the witness and the aceuser—by what 
means, foul or fair—how has this pretended infor- 
mation been extracted from the secret archives of 
the State Department? Why, sir, the House made 
a solemn eall by a majority of this body upon the 
President to furnish this information from the State 
Department. ‘The President of the United States, 
ina solemn message addressed to this House, re- 
fused to communicate the information. The Pres- 
ident stated that the laws and the Constitution, and 
the oath he had taken, imposed upon him a duty 
which forbade him to expose to any eye anything 
contained in that department. He said there was 
a seal of confidence upon it that he could not break, 
that this House could not require him to break, 
unless it was a case of impeachment; and yet the 
member from Pennsylvania stands up here, with a 
boldness most admirable, and says he has been 
prowling there, that he knows what is there, and 
that he has got there all this information which he 
has communicated to this House. Now, | want 
to know how he got there. The President says 
there is a seal of obligation, of confidence, upe ‘ 
this department. Who broke that seal? He ex- 
empts the Secretary of State and the President, he 
says. Lexemptthem. I have no idea that hon- 
orable men had anything to do with that transac- 
tion. Was it some underling in that department, 
that has been a panderer upon this occasion? If 
assisted by anybody, it must have been by an un- 
derling, for | say no honorable man would have 
any connexion with the subject. Who furnished 
him witha key? or did he take one from his own 
pocket? or did he pick the lock, to ascertain what 
was contained in the secret archives of the depart 
ment? Who was the guilty man? If the gentle- 
man does not reveal him, the responsibility is upon 
him [Mr. Incersouit.}| He broke into the State 
bepartment, where he had no right to go—know- 
ing that he had no right to go. Has there been any- 
hody removed from office in the State Department 
for breach of confidence? Has the gentleman, as 
a member of the Administration party, communi- 
cated to the Executive the foul agent? No; he 
takes the responsibility; he chooses to shield the 
conspirator, if there is any; itis upon him. And 
he admits he has gone and broken in where the 
President says he had no right to go, and where 
this House has no right to go. Now the gentle- 
man states, this morning, that these documents are 
in possession of one of the clerks of the depart- 
ment. Dare the gentleman rise in his seat and 
state who that clerk is? Was it him? 

Well, the gentleman described to us how he 
had ** stumbled upon this information to his entire 
amazement.” And for my life I could not but 
think it was like a man who hag feloniously broken 
into a house for one thing and stumbles upon an- 
other, and, after laying his hands upon all he can 
get, decamps and sets fire to the house. It did 
seem to me so stealthlike, groping about where he 
had no right to be, doing injury, and lighting upon 
information which he says surprised him. 
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Mr. CHIPMAN rose and made a point of order 
against Mr. A., (as was understood,) on the ground 
of irrelevancy. 

The SPEAKER said it was impossible to sfate 
strictly what was the line of debate to which the 
ventleman from Massachusetts was confined. The 
House had seen proper to suspend its rules in 
order to allow the gentleman to proceed, and it was 
now for them to say whether he was in order or 
not, 

Mr. ASHMUN (continuing.) The gentleman 
epoke of the manner in which he got this informa- 
von. I was me rely drawing the picture a litte 
more graphically.  [t was perfectly in order. 

{Another pout of order was here made, so far at 
the right of the Speaker as to prevent our seeing 
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from whom it emanated, or understanding in what | 


form it was presented. 
ever. | 

Mr. ASH MUN (resuming) said he would waive 
that pot. 

{have something important (he continued) In 
relation to the character of the witness. Well, it 
is by these means he avows before the world he 
has procured the means of uttering this accusation 
neninst the distineutshed Senator from Massachu- 

etts. Now, in judging of the character of the wit- 

ness and accuser, you must always take into con- 
some extent the position he has as- 
sumed upon the trial. He has brought against the 
Senator from Massachusetts four or five distinct, 
Among others, he has charged 
him with the personal use of the money of the peo- 
ple of the United States, and of being a defaulter 
while in office, and going out of office a defaulter. 

Sir, the member from Pennsylvania is the last 
so far as the public records show, that I 
should suppose would have ventured upon surring 
in inquiry Into official peculations—the last man 
inthis Hlouse. ‘The records of Congress, l should 
, would have stared him in the face, and 
have palsied his tongue when he begins to speak 
of the personal use of the money of the people of 
the United States. Is it probable that for the pur- 
pose of witdrawing public attention from one state 
of things, this charge has been made upon another 
officer? Why, the member from Pennsylvania 
has held office under this Government. He held 
it for a course of years, until he was turned out of 
office by President Jackson. In the first month of 
his Administration, he was turned out for official 
peculations and the use of the moneys of—— 

Mr. HOPKINS rose toa point of order. He 
submitted that there was no subject before the 
Lilouse, either in the course of its legitimate busi- 
ness, or under a suspension of the rules, which 
authorized the gentleman to go into the matters 
to which he was now referring, as to charges of 
peculation daring the Administration of General 
Jackson. 

‘The SPEAKER. The House has suspended 
ail the rules and orders of its proceeding, and has 
tolerated a species of debate not known to legisla- 
tive rules. It ts impossible, therefore, for the 
Chair to confine the gentleman strictly within these 
rules, though the Chair, in several instances, re- 
quested the gentleman to do so. The Chair has 


It was not pressed, how- 


de rution ta 


specific allewations. 


mina, 


IpPpPas¢ 


taken the position—not under the rules of the | 


House, for they are suspended—but on the general 
parhamentary ground that between members of 


the same body, the gentleman must confine himself ! 


strictly to such languave as is to be tolerated in the 
general course of parliamentary debate. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does the Chair decide that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts |Mr. Asumun] 
is in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does so decide. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I appeal from the decision. 

Mr. SCHENCK, Can an appeal be taken when 
all the rules are suspended ? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; otherwise interminable 
confusion would be the result. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Upon this subject —— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot pro- 
ceed pending the appeal. 

Mr. ASHMUN. On this question of “pp sal | 
have a word to say. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. C, J. Incersox.] charged official 
peculation upon a distinguished Senator 

Mr. HOPKINS submitted that the appeal was 
not debatable. 

‘The SPEAKER said the Chair would be under 
the necessity of assuming the responsibility of 
deciding that the appeal was not debatable. é 





tlemen must vote upon it without debate; and the 
_vote would be tantamount to giving or refusing 
leave to the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
proceed. ; 
Mr. ASHMUN. If that attempt is to be made, 
I ask the yeas and nays. 
And they were subsequently ordered. 
Mr. SCHENCK. 1 understood the Chair to 
have decided that the appeal is not debatable. Can 
| appeal from that decision ? 

Mr. ROBERTS, ‘The gentleman cannot pile 
one appeal upon another. 

‘The SPEAKER so decided. 

Mr. BAYLY. In order that I may vote under- 
standingly, | desire to ask a question. ‘The Chair 
has stated (correctly, no doubt) that all the rules 
are suspended. But are we not acting under the 
parliamentary law? Is not that law, of necessity, 
in force without reference to the rules of the House? 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the im- 
pression that that law is in operation, 

Mr. BAYLY. 
vote to sustain the appeal. 

Mr. ADAMS. Does the Speaker decide that 
the parliamentary law is the law of this House in- 
dependent of the rules established by the House 
itself? L ask the Speaker upon what authority he 
makes that decision? And what that parliamen- 
tary law is which is the law of this House? 

The SPEAKER. With great respect to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] the 
Chair will state, that whenever the House sus- 
ends the rules by which it is governed, the par- 
lamentary law of necessity operates; and as an 
example of the correctness of this position, the 
Speaker refers to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts himself. That gentleman, on one occasion— 
at the commencement of the 26th Congress—when 
presiding temporarily here—made the same de- 
cision precisely, that the parliamentary law was in 
operation. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Precisely. 

Mr. ADAMS. I demand whether any decision 
made by me on any occasion here was submitted 
to, or questioned by, the House; and whether the 
principle, that the House is bound by the parlia- 


Then I shall feel constrained to | 





BE. 


mentary law of another country, was involved in || 


any de cision I ever made, and was sustained by 
the House at that time? I deny that there ever 
was any such decision. 

The SPEAKER. Such is the impression of the 
Chair. The Clerk can refer to the Journals, and 
see whether the Chair is correct or not. 


The question now is, ‘** Shall the decision of the 


Chair stand as the judgment ef the House?”’ 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 1 desire to ask a ques- 
tion, the answer to which may govern my vote. 
‘The gentleman asked a suspension of the rules, in 
order to defend Mr. Webster, as I understood, 
from the attack made upon him. 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Lam not debating. I 
am merely asking for information. I voted in favor 
of a suspension of the rules, that the gentleman 
might defend Mr. Webster. I have listened to the 
defence; and candidly lt think the gentleman has 
been making a personal attack ever since he began. 

Loud cries to order. 

Mr. TIBBATTS, (to the Speaker.) Is it in or- 
der to move that the appeal be laid on the table? 

The SPEAKER. It is; and if the motion pre- 
vails, the gentleman from Massachusetts |Mr. Asn- 
muN] will be authorized to proceed with his re- 
marks. 

Mr. TIBBATTS. 1 make the motion. 

Mr. HOPKLNS. I ask the yeas and nays, that 
it may be seen who it is that is willing thus to 
consume the public time here. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and having 
been taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, Bar- 
ringer, Bedinger, Bell, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, 


Butlington, William W. Campbell, Join H, Campbell, Car- 
roll, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Cocke, Collamer, Consta- 


| ble, Cranston, Crozier, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, 


Dixon, Dockery, John H. Ewing, Foot, Fries, Giddings, 
Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hampion, Harper, Herrick, Hil- 
liard, Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, Lsaac E. Holmes, Edmund 
W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, Charles J. Lngersoll, Andrew Johnson, Daniel P. King, 


Preston King, Thomas B, King, Leib, Lewis, Long, McClel- | 


land, McGaughey, Meclivaine, Marsh, Miller, Morris, Morse, 
Moseley, Payne, Pendleton, Pollock, Rathbun, Relfe, John 
A. Rockwell, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, 


Alexander D. Sims, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. 


Smith, Stephens, St. John, Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, 


ien- |) Benjamin Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, |) 
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Vance, Vinton, White, Wilmot, Woodward, Wright and 
Young—90. = 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayly, Biggs, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead 
William G. Brown, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, Chip’ 
man, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, Cunningham, Dan 
Jeiferson Davis, Dobbin, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, 
Giles, Goodyear, Grover, Hamlin, Harmanson, Hopkins 
Hough, George 5. Houston, James B. Hunt, Joseph Joly’ 
son, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Leake, La s; se 
Ligon, Maclay, McConnell, James Mc Dowell,McKay, Bark. 
ley Martin, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parrish, py, 
rill, Phelps, Price, Reid, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Saw, o, 
Scammon, Leonard H. Sims, Robert Sinith, Stanton, Stark 
weather, Jacob Thompson, Wentworth, Wick, Wood 
Woodruff, Yancey, Yell, and Yost—67. , 

So the appeal was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Since this question has arisen 
the Chair finds it necessary to modify its orivinal 
decision upon it. The Chair has decided that all 
the rules of this House are suspended; but finds it 
indispensably necessary to withdraw that decision 
so far as all the rules are concerned; and to decide 
that only such rules (and none other) as permit 
the gentleman to address the House without any 
subject before it, are suspended, y 

Mr. ASHMUN resumed. Before I proceed, sir, 
(said he,) [ wish to ask of the Speaker a sinzle 
question. Will the hour rule apply to this debate, 
under the suspension of the rules? 

The SPEAKER replied that it would; but the 
time consumed by points of order would not be de- 
ducted from the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. ASHMUN. I have just stated, sir, in order 
that the House and the country might judge of the 
weight of the accusation and the testimony which 
is brought to sustain it, that the accuser himself 
was formerly a public officer; that on the accession 
of General Jackson to office on the 4th of March, 
1829, he was dismissed from that office; that he 
was dismissed for abuses in office connected with 
public moneys. We all know that when General 
Jackson came into office, one of the pledges he gave 
us in his Inaugural Address was, that there were 
abuses which were to be reformed, and he consid- 
ered himself pledged to reform them. This was 
one of the first acts of his Administration—to re- 
move from office the District Attorney of the east- 
ern district of Pennsylvania, on the ground which 
I have stated. Well, 1 hold in my hand the vol- 
ume of Executive documents for 1839 and 1840, 
which contains the history of the transactions to 


ip 
le l, 
Garvin, 


| which I allude. The gentleman was removed from 


office in March, or on the first of April, 1829; his 
term of office would expire in February, 1830; it 
had less than a year longer to run; and yet General 
Jackson, with that honest indignation, which, what- 
ever may have been his other faults, he had of all 
sorts of peculations, did not permit him to enjoy 
the remainder of his term. He removed him, and 
appointed in his stead Mr. Dallas. And the official 
account was not closed ; the balance of that account 
was not paid into the treasury until 1839—nearly 
ten years after he was removed from office. Sir, 
in 1836, a suit was commenced against him; he had 
been reported as a defaulter to the department; he 
presented large and enormous charges to offset the 
balance against him, and they were disallowed by 
the accounting officers of the treasury. A suit was 
commenced against him for some $37,000; he pre- 
sented an account—an account which is presented 


| in this document—of the most monstrous items 


that official eyes ever saw, and in that suit, in the 
year 1837, with the assistance of such means as he 


could get upon the spot in Pennsylvania, he so far 


reduced the claim of the Government, that judg- 
ment was rendered against him for $3,985 78—al- 
most $4,000. That was about the first of May, 
1837. A liquidated balance was then found by the 
courts of the United States for that amount, and 
yet it was not until the:19th January, 1839, that 
the last amount of that indebtedness was paid into 
the treasury of the United States, nearly two years 
after that amount had been found by the jury and 
judgment entered by the court. The first payment 
was made in March, 1838, of $1,800, and on the 
19th January, 1839, (almost two years after,) the 


_ balance was paid. 


Now, I say, if any gentlemen, and all gentlemen 


_will—I think the whole public ought to—investi- 
| gate these accounts, they will find that he retained 
in his hands an immense amount of public money; 


that when pressed to suit by the agents of the Uni- 
ted States, he brought in an account composed of 
the most monstrous items as an offset; and that 
finally judgment of nearly $4,000 was found against 
him, and that judgment was not satisfied till two 


years afterwards. Well, how his account was 








1846. 


ils us somewhat. 
Mdee Hopkinson. Under the direction of the Dis- 
trict Attorney the grand jury returned six hundred 
and fifty-one bills of indictment in a certain tea 
case—which was all one transaction. It arose upon 
two or three cargoes of tea that were delivered out 
in violation of the laws to A,B,C, &e. The Dis- 
trict Attorney was directed to prosecute them, and 
instead of libelling them in one or two accounts, 
he libelled each package, having six hundred and 
fifty-one bills of indictment issued out, on each of 
which he levied his charge of costs. Now, it may 
be said it was according to law; Judge Hopkinson 
certified this enormous amount, it was true; but he 
considered it was an unusual charge, as every law- 
yer knows; and it was a charge much greater than 
he was entitled to under the spirit of the law. And 


besides this, he brought in a charge for other ser- | 


yices—for extra official services. And after this 
amount was made up, judgment was rendered 
avainst him of nearly $4,000 in 1837, and it was 
not satisfied till March, 1839. I am reminded itis 
a fact, that the jury only allowed about one-fifth of 
the account presented. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL interposed (Mr. Asu- 


mcn yielding the floor) and said: I regret the neces- | 


sity which constrains me to take any part whatever 
in this proceeding. 


From the beginning it has | 


been to me a cause of much pain; and I have care- | 


fully refrained from everything in connexion with 
it, except when duty has required that I should 
give a vote, 
more. In relation to the particular statement now 
made, I am not at liberty to preserve silence. Thus 
far the controversy has been one in which my feel- 


I have voted, and I have done no | 


ings of affectionate relationship were alone con- | 


cerned. 
was counsel for the District Attorney in the suit 
with the United States. On the trial of the cause 
I was his only counsel. 


A different situation is now created. I | 


nade up tradition tells us somewhat—this docu- | But in relation to these facts, | agree that the 
q This is the certificate of | 


gentleman from Pennsylvania did urge, time and 
again, a settlement—a suit to be commenced; and 


when that suit was commenced, its result was, that 
judgment was rendered against him for nearly 
$4,000, and that balance was not paid up until two 
years afterwards. The gentleman says, in his 
opinion, his whole course was highly honorable. 
I leave it for the House, for the world, to judge in 
relation to his bringing 651 cases out of one trans- 
acuon—out of which he sought to accumulate a 
monstrous amount as an offset to the charges of 
the treasury against him. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, (in his seat.) Did you 
read the printed testimony in that document? 

Mr. ASHMUN. It is of two students im the 
District Attorney’s office. A certificate furnished 
years afterwards by the foreman of the grand jury. 
Did not every lawyer know that the grand jury 
were directed, instructed, counselled in their course, 
by the advice of the District Attorney? 

But | leave this matter, with the facts of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, which are all true, and 
with the opinions he has pronounced; and | ask 
the House and the world to pronounce upon these 
facts. Sir, for what purpose was it that on the 
immediate accession of General Jackson to office, 
this District Attorney was tumbled head and heels 
out of office? General Jackson scented it out; his 
keen sagacity hit upon it, and he was immediate- 
ly displaced. 

Well now, under such circumstances, and from 
such a source, these charges come. What are the 
charges? Charges of peculation—charges upon 
Mr. Webster of the personal use of this fund. 


Now, no proof has been produced to sustain the | 


truth of this charge. It has not been sustained by 
one particle of evidence that the gentleman has un- 


|, dertaken to state to the House, that that secret-ser- 


I know, Mr. Speaker— | 


I well know—the facts connected with the case. | 


They were such as did not, fora moment, that I 
have ever heard, excite a suspicion of official or 
personal delinquency on the part of the individual 
concerned in them. He had long held the office 


of District Attorney. Very large sums of money | 


had, during a course of years, passed through his | 
hands. It was interesting to himself, and, as might | 


have been supposed, it was scarcely less interest- | 


ing to the Government, that his accounts should be 
settled. He endeavored repeatedly, and for a 
length of time, to bring about a settlement. His 
efforts were fruitless. No adjustment was made. 
He could not, in the nature of the thing, bring suit 


against the Government, or otherwise compel what | 
he so much desired and so anxiously sought. He | 


therefore, with the advice of counsel, gave notice 
to the proper department that he had some funds 
in his hands, and that he would require suit to be 
brought against him as the only means of effecting 
a full and final settlement, and that in the mean 
time the fund should be invested for the benefit of 
the United States. Suit was brought. An ac- 
count of items was exhibited, amounting to more 


than a million of dollars, which had been officially | 


received by the District Attorney, and he was re- || 


quired to exhibit vouchers for the payment of 
them to the proper authority. 


He did so with en- | 


tire clearness, and to the satisfaction of the judge | 


and jury. A balance of between three and four 
thousand dollars remained, and a verdict was found 


accordingly. The conduct of the District Attor- 


ney during the whole transaction was, in my esti- 
mation, perfectly honorable, and I have never, that 
I recollect, until this moment, heard a suggestion 
from any quarter to the contrary. 

It has been in a collateral manner only—one 
known especially to myself—that I have felt my- 
self at liberty, and under an obligation, to inter- 
pose. It is my intention, from motives that will 
meet with unhesitating response—motives of pe- 


culiar delicacy—to refrain as much as possible in | 


the future, as I have done in the past, from taking 
any part in this controversy. 

Mr. ASHMUN resumed. I yielded with the 
utmost cheerfulness to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, whose near relationship to the other gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania entitled him to be heard, 


and whose high and honorable character entitles | 
him to belief, as far as he states facts. So far as 
his opinion may be influenced by the delicate po- | 
sition in which he stands to the other gentleman, | 


I leave for the House to decide. 


he would disturb my equanimity. 


vice fund was taken possession of by Mr. Webster. 
The House knows that it is utterly impossible; 
that it cannot be true; that that fund is under the 
direction and control of the President, and can only 
be obtained on the certificate of the President; and 


when I saw the little by-play by which the gentle- | 


man from Virginia [Mr. Bayty]} called upon the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to exempt Mr. Ty- 
ler from any connexion with this transaction, I 
understood it perfectly well, and I know equally 
well that Mr. ‘Tyler has said, and now says, that 
not one dollar was expended but under his diree- 
tion. And I know further, the insidious efforts 


i} debate 


that have been resorted to to get Mr. Tyler to take | 


ground on this subject against Mr. Webster. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. By me? 

Mr. ASHMUN not returning an immediate an- 
swer, ; 
Mr. INGERSOLL repeated the question: By 
me? 

Mr. ASHMUN. Yes. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. It is utterly false. 

The SPEAKER rapped to order. 

Mr. INGERSOLL, (still standing and contin- 
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I come back, Mr. Speaker, to the charge that Mr. 
Webster has used the public funds. The gentle- 
man says $17,000. Where is the proof? It rests 
entirely upon the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
He says he has obtained it; and in so saying, he 
admits his own shame; that he has been where he 
has no right to be. He professed to read what he 
called a letter. How much of that was his own 
comments, and how much the true letter, we do not 
know. It purports to be for the corruption of the 
press. Well. I beg the gentleman to answer how 
much money it will take to buy up the Democratic 
oress in Maine. Even if a thousand or two dol- 
ars had been used by Mr. Tyler and Mr. Webster 
for the purpose of circulating information among 
the people of Maine so as to bring them to agree 
upon a conventional boundary, of the justice of 
which they were satisfied, Mr. A. sande it no 
worse than the giving the public printing to editors 
of the political press. But was this corrupting 
the public press? It is all idle. There is not 
the slightest evidence of it except the mere state- 
ment of the member from Pennsylvania. 


How 


| much that is worth I leave the House to decide. 


uing his sentence.) It is a lie; the lie of acoward. || 
Mr. ASHMUN resuming. Yes, the aged Penn- || 


sylvanian— 


Mr. INGERSOLL, (interposing.) I am quite | 


young enough. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Yes; the aged Pennsylvanian 
comes here to use language towards me which he 
supposes can provoke a personal conflict. .I come 
from a section of country where they neither be- 
lieve in duelling, bowie-knives, or, pistols. We 
are neither afraid of them nor do we use them. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, (in his seat.) Nor of | 


getting drunk ? 
Mr. ASHMUN, (continuing.) The member 
from Pennsylvania supposed by using that — 
If he chooses 


' to try whether I am afraid, let him try and he will 


find out. 

I stated that insidious efforts have been made to 
induce Mr. Tyler to take ground on this subject 
against Mr. Webster. I believe when the gentle- 
man first found he was to be disappointed in the 
proof, that efforts were made by him, or at least 
with his connivance, for this purpose. And it has 
been stated in the public papers that certain gentle- 
men were requested to doso. I will not vouch for 


all that is said in the papers; but when I have seen | 


the means resorted to—that the secret archives of |) 
the Government have been broken into for the ob- |} 


taining the means of detraction, I am at liberty 
to state all [ know in relation to other efforts. 


Sir, this embraces substantially all the charges 
made by the member. : 
particularly into details. He has again written a 
communication on this subjeet, which will probably 
receive notice elsewhere. | have said all | intend- 
ed to say. I have endeavored to discharge what I 
conceived to be my duty—to hold up this odious 
slander before the community for their disgust and 
their contempt. And although I know, until hu 
manity is somewhat purified, there will be some 
that will countenance the member from Pennsylvya- 
nia in the atrocious vilification he has pursued, yet 
I do believe that men of all parties—gentlemen of 
honor—high-minded gentlemen, who hold the 
character of our public men to be part of the pub 
lic property, will do full justice to all parties in re- 
lation to this accusation—that they will fix upon 
its author the mark of reprobation and condemna- 
tion, which will stand unetiaced until repentance—— 
long, deep, and sincere—shall have claimed merey 


| have not time to go more 


for him. 


Mr. COBB rose to offer a resolution. 
Mr. SCHENCK rose to a question of privilege. 
Mr. COBB. Mine also is a privileged question. 
The resolution was read. t provided that al! 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union on the bill to establish “* the Smithsonian 
Institution” should cease in two hours afier it 
should have been taken up. 
And Mr. C. demanded the previous question. 
Mr. GRAHAM moved that the resolution be 
laid on the table. 


Mr. SCHENCK (to the Speaker.) Is the res- 
olution of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Coss | 
a privileged question, or a question of privilege ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis considered a privileged 
question, not a question of privilege. 
material distinction between the two. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Lam aware of it. I rise to 
a question of privilege as to the rules which govern 
this House in their communication with the Execu- 
tive departments. I offer this resolution: 

The resolution was read as follows: 


Whereas this House, on the 9th day of April instant, pass 
ed a resolution, which is in the words and terms following : 


‘There is a 


| Resolved, That the President of the United States be re 


‘quested to cause to be furnished to this House an account 
‘of all payments made on Presidents’ certificates from the 
fund appropriated by law through the agency of the State 
‘Department, for the contingent expenses of foreign inter 
‘course, since the 4th day of Mareh, 1241, until the retire 
‘ment of Daniel Webster from the Department of State, with 
‘copies of all entries, letters, receipts, vouchers, menmoran 


‘ dums, or other evidence of such payments, to whom paid, 


‘for what, and fparticularly all concerning the northeastern 


| *boundary dispute with Great Britain. Also copies of what- 


‘ever communications were made from the Secretary of State 
‘during the last session of the 27th Congress, particularly 


| ‘ February, 1843,to Mr. Cushing and Mr. Adams, members of 
| §the committee of this House on Foreign Affairs, of the wish 


| ‘mission to Great Britain. 


‘of the President of the United States to institute a special 
Also copies of all Jetters on the 
‘ books of the Department of State to any officer of the United 
‘States, or any person in New York, concerning Alexander 
‘McLeod: Provided, That no document or matter is request 
ed to be furnished by the foregoing resolution which, in the 
‘opinion of the President, would improperly involve the citi- 
‘zen or subjectof any foreign Power @ which said resolution 
was communicated to the President of the United States ; 


| and whereas the President, on the 20th day of April instant, 


communicated to this House his reply to said resolution, in 
which he declined to disclose or furnish any information in 
regard to the expenditure of the secret-service fund, assign- 
ing, among Other reasons, the following: that if the Presi- 
dent may answer the present call, he must answer similar 
calls for every such expenditure of a confidential character, 
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made under every Administration, in war and in peace, 
from the organization of the Government to the present pe- 
riod s that to break the seal of confidence imposed by law, 
and heretofore uniformly preserved, would be subversive ot 


the very purpose for which the law was enacted, and might | 


be ‘productive of the most disastrous consequences; and 
that the expenditures of this confidential character, it is be 
lieved, were never before sought to be made public, and he 
should greatly appre hend the consequences of establishing a 
precedent which would render such disclosures hereafter 
inevitabl 


Aud whereas Cuartes Janep Incersoi., a member of 


this House, and one of the Represeatatives from the State 
of Peoneyivania, has this day declared to this House, in his 
place here, that he is in possession of, or has had access to, 
the wnformation in relation to the expenditure of the secret 
service fand which was asked for in said resolution and re 
fused to the House, or of some portion thereof, with proof 
and documents in relation thereto, and has disclosed the 
same to the House and to the public, and the said Incer 
won. avers that he found or procured the said information 
from the Departinent of State: therefore, 

Resolved, That a select committee of five members be ap 
pointed to inquire how the seal of confidence imposed by 
law, heretofore uniformly preserved in relation to the ex- 
penditure of said secret fund, has come to be broken; and 
how the eaid Cuaenes J. INGersous has obtained the infor 
mation whieh he has communicated to this House and to 
the public, and through whose ageney such information has 
boon procured; whether by the act of said INGeRso.. him 

or bv any othe 
mid that th 
and papers; 


iid committee have power to send for persons 
and that they report to the House as soon as 


practicable the result of their investigation, 
[Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States, by the hands of 


J. K. Walker, esq., his private secretary. | 

Mr. LEAKE moved that the resolution of Mr. 
Scorenck be land upon the table. 

Mr. G. 8S. HOUSTON. The resolution is not 
yet received. I object. 

Mr. SCLILENCK (to the Speaker.) 
the floor? 

The SPEAKER. No debate can be entertained 
at present. The resolution is not received. 

Mr. BOYD. 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The first question to be de- 
cided is, Wall the House receive the resolution ? 
and the next, Is the resolution a question of priv- 
weve sr 
Mr. SCHENCK. 
always in order. 

The SPEAKER. If that question can be made; 
but the question of the reception of the resolution 
necessarily takes precedence. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Does not the fact of the ques- 
tion of privilege present itself to be decided as the 
very first thing? 

The SPEAKER. The House may refuse to re- 
ceive any proposition of the kind. Of course, the 
Speaker cannot act until the House has determined 
whether it will receive the resolution or not. 

Mr. G@. S. HHOUSTON. Under the decision of 
the Chair, then, this is not a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has not so de- 
eided. ‘That question cannot come up until the 
Llouse has decided whether it will receive the res- 
oution, 

Mr. SCHENCK asked the yeas and nays on 
the reception of the resolution. 

Some conversation followed, (as to the fate of 
Mr. Conn’s resolution,) in whieh Messrs. TIB- 
DATES, R. CLLAPMAN, and the SPEAKER, 
took part, 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia 
|Mr. Cops) rose toa privileged question, which 
was a resolution to close debate on the bill in re- 
lation to the Smithsonian Institute. The gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Scurnek]| rose to a question 
of privileee, which is another and a very different 
thing, ‘The Chair decided that, ifit is a question 
of privilege, it will override all other business, 
The eentleman from Ohio submitted his resolu- 
tion, which was read for information. ‘The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Boyp] objected to 
its reception, ‘The Chair decides that, in that 
case, th question is, ** Will the House receive the 
resolution?’ 

Mr. COBB (to the Speaker.) I desire to make 
an inquiry. Inthe event of the Llouse determin- 
ing to receive the resolution, and the Speaker then 
deciding that it is not a question of privilege, what 
will be the situation of the paper before the House ? 

The SPEAKER. That of any other question. 

Mr. COBB. If the Speaker should decide, after 
the resolution has been received, that it Is nota 
question of privilere, will the resolution be before 
the House for its rejection or adoption / 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair will act upon all 
these questions of order in their proper time. 


Have not I 


I object—it is not a question of 


A question of privilege is 


erotany department of this Government; | 


_ Mr. COBB. My object in making the inquiry | 
is to direct the attention of the Speaker to this | 
point—that the question of privilege ought to be | 


determined now before the question of reception. 
After the House shall have received the resolution, 


it will then be before the House, whether as a | 


quesuon of privilege or not, and must override 


the resolution | have introduced; whereas, if it is || 


not a question of privilege, the Chair ought not at 
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this me to entertain any other question respecting | 


it except under a suspension of the rules, 


Mr. T.. B. KING submitted that the gentleman | 


from Ohio [Mr. Scnenck] claimed to introduce his | 


resolution as a question of privilege. 
The SPEAKER. There is no debatable ques- 
tion before the House. 


Mr. T. B. KING. I do notrise to debate, but to || 


a point of erder. The gentleman from Ohio makes 
a quesuion of privilege. The question is, is it pro- 
per for him to introduce the resolution as such? 
And it is for the Chair to decide whether it isa 
question of privile re or not, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has given its de- 
cision once or twice. ‘The gentleman from Ohio 
rose and presented a paper. ‘The gentleman from 
Kentucky |Mr. Boyp] objected to its reception. 
As to the character and qualifications of the paper, 
the Chair will, at a proper time, decide; but the 
Chair cannot touch or act upon that paper until 
the ilouse has decided whether it shall be re- 
ceived, 

Mr. BOYD. 
lion. 
lt is out of order to make any such motion as that 
submitted by the gentleman from Ohio, because 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Coss] had offered 
a resolution, which was the question before the 
Llouse; and the proposition of the gentleman from 
Ohio not being either a privileged question or a 
question of privilege, cannot interfere with the busi- 
ness before the House. I think that the Chair is 
under the necessity of so deciding; and the gentle- 
man’s motion, like ail others, not of privilege, 
ought to be at once rejected by the Chair. On that 
eround alone | objected. I withdraw the objection. 
but, in my opinion, the only question in order is 
the resolution of the gentleman from Georgia; and 
that that of the gentleman from Ohio must be ruled 
out of order. 

The SPEAKER. 
rides every other sort of question. 

Mr. BOYD. _ Is it a question of privilege ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide that 


I desire to say a word in explana- 


I insist that this paper cannot be received. | 


A question of privilege over- | 


question when the objection to the reception of the | 


resolution is withdrawn. 

Mr. BOYD. I have withdrawn it. 

The SPEAKER. 
there is nothing in the resolution which brings it 
under the category of a question of privilege. — 

Mr. SCHENCK. i appeal from the decision of 
the Chair, and I ask the yeas and nays. 

Mr. 8. was proceeding to make a remark. 

Mr. 5. JONES inquired whether the gentleman 
had a right to debate ? 

The SPEAKER said not. 


hen the Chair decides that || gentleman from Alabama appeals. 





April 2 

pril 27, 
Cunningham, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, 
Dockery, Douglass, Dunlap, John H. Ewing, } 
Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Giddings, Graham, Grider, Grinn, Hi} 
Hamlin, Hampton, Harmanson, Harper, Herrick, Hop.’ 
lias B. Holmes, Hough, Samuel D. Hubbard, thudes,’ 
Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph Johnson, Seal = 
Jones, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Thomas Butler Kine, 
Leib, La Sere, Lewis, Long, Lumpkin, MeCleiland Me 
Gaughey, McHenry, Mclivaine, Marsh, Barkley Martin 
Miller, Morris, Moseley, Norris, Parrish, Payne, P; nd] oe : 
Peuit, Pollock, Relfe, John A. Rockwell, Root, Ranke 
Scammon, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Alexander Dy 
Sims, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Starkweather, Stephens. 
Strohm, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Thurman’ 
Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, White, Wood. 


Dixon 
33 
“lwin HH, 


| ruif, Woodward, Wright, Yancey, and Young—102, 


So the whole subject was not laid on the table. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, when his name was 
called, rose to inquire of the Speaker whether t}\s 
was a case in which, under the rule of the House 
he ought to be considered personally interested. 
and therefore not to vote? He was perfectly ready 
to record his vote, if the Speaker so decided, , 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will exercise 


| his own diseretion. 


The question now recurred on the appeal of Mr. 


|Scnenck from the decision of the Chair, that the 


resolution was not a question of privilege. 
Mr. SCHENCK thereupon modified his resol. 


| tion, by adding, after the words * by any officer of 


any department of this Government,”’ the words 
following: 

** And if by a member, then, whether he does 
* not deserve by such conduct, punishment by the 
‘ House, and whether in such transaction there has 


| not been an offence committed against the dignity 


‘and privileges of the House.”’ 

Mr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama, inquired whether 
the gentleman had a right to modify. 

The SPEAKER decided that the ventleman had 


| aright to modify at any time before action on the 


resolution, or the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Some conversation followed. 

Mr. CHAPMAN appealed from the decision, 
because (said he) that decision involved another, 
namely, whether this resolution in this new form 
was a privileged question or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that 
the question as originally presented, was not a 
question of privilege, and would not override the 
resolution of the gentleman from Georgia, | Mr. 
Coss,| or any other business. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Scuenck] now comes forward, 
and, after a motion to lay the resolution on the 
table had been rejected, desires to modify it. ‘Thy 
Chair decides that the gentleman has a right so to 
do at any time before action, or prior to a demand 
for the previous question. From this decision the 


| "Ihe Chair further decides that the resolution in 
| the form in which it now stands, under the modi- 


Mr. SCHENCK desired to call the attention of | 
the Chair to the matter and language of the resolu- | 


tion. Ile thought that there was an inquiry of that 
character in relation to a member of the House, 


and an inquiry in relation to the rule of the House 


in its Communication with the Executive Depart- | 


ment, 
and the whole country. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no hesitation 
in deciding that it is not a question of privilege, 
and cannot be offered as such. 

Mr. LEAKE. I move that the whole subject 
be laid upon the table. 


Mr. JOHN A. 


It was a matter of privilege to the House 


ROCKWELL and Mr. W. | 


HUN'T asked the yeas and nays; which were or- 


dered, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bedinger, Biggs, J. A. Black, 
Bowlin, Brodhead, Willian G. Brown, Cathcart, Augustus 
A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, 
Collin, Cullom, Daniel, Dargan, J. Davis, Dillingham, Dob- 
bin, Dromgoole, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, 
Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Llenley, George 8. Hous 
ton, Edmund W. Hubard, Andrew Joinson, George W. 
Jones, Lawrence, Leake, Ligon, Maclay, McConnell, Me- 
Kay, John P. Martin, Moulton, Perrill, Price, Rathbun, 
Reid, Ritter, Sawyer, Seddon, Simpson, Thomas Smith, 
Stanton, St. John, Jacob Thompson, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
Wick, Wilmot, Yell, and Yost—61. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, 
Bayiy, Bell, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, Buthing- 


ton, Burt, William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Car- | 


roll, Cobb, Cocke, Collamer, Constable, Cranston, Crozier, 


| Smith, Stephen 


fication, is a question of privilege. 

{Thus the appeal taken by Mr. Scuencx fell to 
the ground, and the pending question was on the 
appeal of Mr. Cuapman.} 

After some remarks on a point of order— 

Mr. NORRIS moved that the whole subject be 
laid upon the table. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered; and, 
being taken, resulted as follows. 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bedinger, 
Biggs, Bowlin, Brodhead. Augustus A. Chapman, Chase, 
Chipman, Clarke, Collin, Cullom, Daniel, Dargan, Dilling 
ham, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Giles, 
Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Henley, Hopkins, Jas. 
B. Hunt, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Maclay, Mc 
Connell, James McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Moni 
ton, Norris, Owen, Perrill, Roberts, Sawyer, Scammon, 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, St. John, 
Jacob Thompson, Wentworth, and Wilmot—950. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Quiney Adams, Arnold, Barringer, 
Bayly, Bell, James A. Biack, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton 
Brown, William G. Brown, Buflington, Burt, William W. 
Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Reuben Chapman, 
Cobb, Cocke, Collamer, Constable, Cranston, Crozier, Cun 
ningham, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, John H. 
Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Fries,Garvin, Gentry, Gid 
dings, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harmanson, Har 
per, Herrick, Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, George 5. 
Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hud 
son, W. Hunt. J. Johnson, 8. Jones, D. P. King, P. King, 


| Thos. B. King, Leake, Leib, La Sere, Lewis, Long, Lump- 


kin, McClelland, McGaughey, McHenry, Melivaine, Marsh, 
Barkley Martin, Miller, Moseley, Parrish, Pendleton, Pettit, 
Phetps, Pollock, Relfe, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, 
Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, Alexander D. Sims 
Leonard H. Sims, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. 
‘Strohm, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benja- 


s 
min Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, 
Vinton, White, Wick, Woodruff, Woodward, Wright, Yan 
| eey, Yell,and Young— 104, 


So the whcle subject was not laid on the table. 
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The question then again recurring on the appeal 

Mr. CuaPpMAN— 
. C. said that as the Speaker had decided that | 
the resolution of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
ScneNcK] was a question of privilege, and as, 
therefore, the gentleman would have a right to 
offer it at any time, he (Mr. C.) would withdraw 
his appeal. ‘ 

So the appeal was withdrawn. 

The question then recurring on the adoption of 
the resolution— J 

Mr. PETTIT inquired if it was open to amend- 
mic nt? 

The SPEAKER answered affirmatively. 

Mr. PETTIT thereupon moved to amend the 
resolution by adding thereto the following: 

«And that another select committee of five be 
‘appointed, to inquire into the truth of the charges 
‘this day made in this House by Mr. C. J. Inger- 
égoll against Mr. Daniel Webster, with a view to 
‘founding an impeachment against said Daniel 
‘Webster; and that said committee have power 
‘to send for persons and papers, books and vouch- 
‘ers. 

And Mr. P. demanded the previous question. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I rise to a question of order. 
if the gentleman will offer that as a separate propo- 
sition | will vote for it. 

Several voices. No—let all go together. 

Mr. SCHENCK. My resolution relates to the 
privileges of a member of this House. ‘The amend- 
ment contemplates a distinet proposition. I submit 
therefore that it is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules this amend- 
ment to be in order. If it related to a person not 
a member, or to a transaction not intimately con- 
nected with the original resolution, the Chair would 
decide that it was out of order. 3 

After a brief conversation, the question on the 
demand for the previous question was taken, and 
there was a second. 

And the main question (first on the amendment, 
and then on the resolution) was ordered and taken. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

And the resolution, as amended, was adopted. 

So the two committees were ordered to be ap- | 
pointed, 
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The question now recurred on the motion to lay 
on the table the resolution of Mr. Coss, closing the 
debate on this bill in two hours. 


The yeas and nays were ordered and taken, with 
the following result: 


YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Armold, Ashmun, Bar- 
ringer, Bedinger, Boll, Buffington, Burt, W. W. Campbell, 
J. H. Campbell, Carroll, Join G. Chapman, A. A. Chapman, 
Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, Dargan, Darragh, Garrett Davis, 
Delano, Dixon, Dockery, J. H. Ewing, E. H. Ewing, Foot, 
Giddings, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Her- | 
rick, Hoge, E. B. Holes, 8. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Wash- 
ington Hunt, Hunter, C. J. Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, Dan- | 
iel P. King, Thomas Butler King, Lewis, Long, McHenry, | 
Marsh,J. P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Miller, Morris, Moseley, 
Parish, Payne, Pendleton, Pettit, Pollock, John A. Rockwell, | 
Root, Runk, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, A. D. Sims, Tru- 
nan Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Strohm, 
Thibodeaux, ‘Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, Wood, Woodruff, 
Woodward, Wright, Yaneey, and Young—7s. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Biggs, James A. Black, 
Bowlin, Brodhead, Brockenbrough, W. G. Brown, R. Chap- 
man, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Constable, Cunning- | 
hain, Daniel, J. Davis, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Erd- 
ian, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Giles, Gordon, 
Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Hopkins, Hough, G. 
S. Houston, J. B. Hunt, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, | 
Seaborn Jones, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, Leib, La 
Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McConneil, MeGrate, 
McGaughey, Mclivaine, McKay, Morse, Moulton, Norris, 
Owen, Perrill, Phelps, Price, Rathbun, Relfe, Ritter, Saw- | 
tlle, Sawyer, Seammon, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert 
Smith, Stanton, St. John, Strong, Thomasson, Jacob Thomp- | 


son, Tiurman, ‘Tibbatts, Vance, Wentworth, Wick, Wilmot, 
Yell, and Yost—s1. 


So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

The demand for the previous question was then 
seconded, and the main question was ordered, | 
(which was on the adoption of the resolution.) 


The yeas and nays were asked and ordered, and, 
being taken, resulted as follows: 


_ YEAS—Mesers, Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Biggs, 
Powlin, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Au- 
eustas A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, 
Collin, Constable, Cunniagham, Daniel, Dillingham, Dob- | 
hin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Erdinan, Faran, Giles, Goodyear, 
Cordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Hopkins, 
Houch, George 8, Houston, James B. Hunt, Hunter, An- 
“drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Preston 
King, Law rence, La Sere, Lumpkin, McClelland, McCon- | 
nell, McCrate, wane Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, 
Payne, Phelps, Priee, Rathbun, Reid, Reife, Ritter, Sawyer, 
Seamimon, Seddon, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, St. John, 


1 


Strong, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Vance, Went- 
worth, Wick, Wilmot, Yell, and Vost—73. 

NAYS—Messrs. Jolin Quincy Adams, Arnold, Barringer, 
Bedinger, Bell, Milton Brown, Buttington, 
W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chap 
man, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Dargan, Darragh, 
Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, Dockery, John H. Ewing, 
Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Fries, Giddings, Graham, Grider, 
Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, Hoge, Elias 
B. Holmes, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Joseph John- 
son, Daniel P. King, Thomas B. King, Leake, Lewis, Levin, 
Long, Maclay, James MeDowell, McGaughey, McHenry, 
Mclivaine, Marsh, Barkley Martin, Miller, Moseley, Parrish, 
Pendleton, Perrill, Pollock, John A, Rockwell, Root, Runk, 
Sawtelle, Schenck, Seaman, Severanee, Alexander D. 
Sims, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Ste 
yhens, Strohm, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Tilden, Trumbo, 
Vinton, Wood, Woodrull, Woodward, Wright, Yancey, and 
Young—S8). 

So the resolution was rejected. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved that the Tlouse recon- 
sider the vote of Saturday last, by which the bill 
for the relief of the sureties of Elijah J. Weed, de- 
ceased, late Quartermaster in the Marine Corps, 
was rejected. 

The motion to reconsider remains over, by con- 
sent, until the next private bill day, (Friday.) 


Two messages from the President of the United 
States were read as follows: 

Wasuineton, pril 27, 1846. 
To the Flouse of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report and accompanying 
papers from the Secretary of War, in reply to the 
resolution of the House of Representatives of the 
31st December last, in relation to claims arising 
under the Choctaw treaty of 1830, which have been 
presented to and allowed or rejected by the Com- 


| missioners appointed in pursuance of the acts of 


the 3d March, 1837, and 23d August, 1842. 
JAMES K. POLK. 


Wasnincton, -Ipril 27, 1846. 
To the House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of 
War, and accompanying papers, containing the 
information called for by the resolution of the 
House of Representatives of December 19, 1845, 
relating to certain claims of the Chickasaw tribe 
of Indians. JAMES K. POLK. 

3oth messages were ordered to be laid upon the 
table. 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, -fpril 28, 1846. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, announcing that he had signed 
and approved a bill for the relief of David M. 
Williamson, of Pope county, Arkansas.”? 

Mr. MILLER presented a resolution passed by 
the Legislature of New Jersey, remonstrating 
against the repeal of the tariff of 1842; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. M. also presented a resolution passed by the 
same body, praying Congress to make an appro- 
priation for the erection of a light-house on Tuck- 
er’s beach, or Absecomb beach, in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS. 


Mr. SPEIGHT presented the petition of the rep- 


/resentatives of Henry de la I'rancia, deceased, 


praying the payment of a judgment obtained 
against the agent of the convention of West Flori- 
da, for supplies of arms and ammunition for the 
use of the provincial government, prior to the ac- 


quisition of that territory by the United States; 
' 


which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. ARCHER presented the petition of Philip 
Slaughter, an officer in the revolutionary army, 
praying to be allowed arrears of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BREESE presented the petition of citizens 
of St. Louis, Missouri, praying an extension of the 
laws of the United States over the territory of Ore- 
gon up to 54° 40’, and an increase of the military 
and naval defences of the country; which was laid 
on the table. 

Mr. SEVIER presented additional documents 
in support of the claim of Thomas Wilson; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented the petition of Creed 


Taylor, praying to be released from a judgment 
obtained against him as surety for Il. L. kding- 


furt, William | 


Washington | 
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ton, late postmaster at Napoleon, Arkansas; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented three petitions 
of citizens of Michigan, praying the establishment 
of a post-route from Shiawassee to Lyons, in that 
State; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. W. also presented the memorial of citizens 
of Michigan, praying an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the American side of the Detroit riv- 
er; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. EVANS submitted the following resolution; 
which was auerres d to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of remit- 
ting to J. H. McLellan, owner of the American 
ship Byron, the additional tonnage duty charged 
upon said ship, on her arrival from Odessa, in 
consequence of having a crew of foreien seamen. 

Mr. E. also presented documents relating to the 
claim of J. H. McLellan; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ATCHISON asked that Elijah White have 
permission to withdraw his petition and = p 
which was ordered. 

Mr. HENRY JOHNSON, pursuant to notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a biil for the 
relief of Captain John Clitz, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


apers 5 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, asked that said committee be dischareced 
from the further consideration of the petition of the 
widow of Joss ph Nourse, deceased; which request 
was agreed to. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Pubtlie 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Hlenry . 
Marsh, of Michigan; which was read, and passed 
to asecond reading. 

Mr. HENRY JOHNSON, from the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the 
relief of William B. Keene, accompanied by a re- 
port; which was ordered to be printed. 


GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The Senate took up for consideration the follow- 
ing resolution, submitted a few days since by Mr. 
SEVIER: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be requested to transmit to the Senate the supple- 
ment to the Synopsis of Treasury Instructions for 
the administration of the revenue laws from 1789 
to the present time, purporting to illustrate the or- 
ganization and the operations of the Treasury De- 
partment, and its various bureaus, and that he 
accompany the same with his views in relation to 
the work. 

Mr. SEVIER stated that he had offered this 
resolution at the suggestion of a gentleman who 
considered the information as of great importance. 
He had intended to call on the Secretary of the 
Treasury in relation to it, but had been prevented. 
He would therefore move to postpone the resolu- 
tion till Thursday. 

Mr. EVANS suggested that, as modified, there 
would be no objection to it. 

Mr. BENTON opposed the resolution. If they 
were to go back as far as 1789, and collect all the 
operations of the treasury laws, the work would 
consume one or two years, an equally long period 
in the printing, and when the report would be com- 
plete, everybody would have forgotten all about 
the matter. Tle had known instances not a few, 
in which large reports of five or six hundred pages 
had been ordered and got up, and, when prepared, 
even the movers in the matter had forgotten the 
whole business. ; 

Mr. ARCHER understood that the documents 
had been already transeribed. They had been ex- 
amined by the Secretary of the Treasury. The 
object of the resolution was simply to get the work 
here, (without incurring any expense,) in order 
that the Committee on Finance might examine it, 
and reject it if not valuable; or, if otherwise, ree- 
ommend it for printing. It comprises an analysis 
of the treasury operations. He had no objection 
that the resolution should lie over till the Senator 
{Mr. Sevier] had an opportunity of seeing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 
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Mr. SEVIER remarked that he had been inform- 
ed that this work, which was an important one, 
had been prepared, and was at present in the office 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, who deemed it 
valuable and useful. It was simply on that con- 
sideration that he (Mr. S.) had offered the resolu- 
tion. If the work were indeed as valuable as it 
was represented to be, there could be no question 
as to the propriety of passing the resolution, and of 
printing the work. If otherwise, it would be, of 
course, rejected. ‘There had been a variety of con- 
flicting views relative to the construction of the 
revenue laws; and the object of the work in ques- 
tion was, as he unde rstood, to class these differing 
constructions so that everybody could perceive at 
one glance the former operations of this most im- 
portant department of the Government. He did 
not wish, however, to press the matter at present, 
He desired to see the Secretary of the Treasury 
i relation to the subject; and for that purpose he 
moved that the resolution lie on the table till Thurs- 
day morning. 

Mr. ALLEN asked the honorable Senator to 
withdraw his motion for a few moments. It was 
very well known that several instances had occur- 
red in which a conflict of opinion had originated 
relative to the construction of the revenue laws by 
collectors, giving rise to a return of duties in the 
end. If it were the object of the compilation now 
sought to present the orders by which that de- 
partment put a constracuion on the revenue law 8, 
and at the same time to present a report of the 
amount of duties returned in consequence of dif- 
ferent constructions put on the laws by the custom- 
house officers, and thus to exhibit the necessity of 
greater accuracy in future legislation, then the doc- 
ument would seem to be of importance. He im- 
agined that something of that kind was in contem- 
plation by the gentleman at whose instance the 
motion had been made. Havine said this, he (Mr. 
A.) would remark, further, that there was great 
propriety in the observation made by the Senator 
from Missouri, {Mr. Benvon,] with regard to those 
indiscriminate calls, and the indiscriminate expen- 
diture with which they were followed. But this 
document was already prepared ; and of course with 
regard to it the argument grounded on the labor 
and expense had not any application. It was cer- 
tainly well enough to have the document submit- 
ted to the proper committee, in order to afford them 
an opportunity, after examination, of expressing 
their opinion as to the propriety of printing it. 

Mr. EVANS observed, that if the matter was to 
lie over he did not know that he was called on to 
make any remarks at present. But he would state 
that he objected to the resolution the other day, be- 
cause it called for the opinion of the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury as to the utility of sucha work. He 
(Mr. E.) did not consider it expedient for either 
House of Congress to call for the “ opinions” of 
Hleads of Departments. They could judge for 
themselves. He had remarked the other day, that 
if he was nghtly informed, that it was a very use- 
less work. He believed he ought to retract or 
modify that expression, by saying that he knew 
nothing about its value. It was the supplement of 
a work prepared and laid, a year or two ago, be- 
fore the Committee on Finance. The late Senator 
from New Hampshire, Mr. Woodbury, and he 
(Mr. E.) himself, had examined the work, and 
decided that it was not worth the expense of print- 
ing—that it wes entirely worthless in every re- 
That was the principal work. What the 
supplement was he did not know. But he knew 
that the committee did not recommend the printing 
of the principal work. . 


spect. 


Mr. DAVIS here inquired what were the con- | 


tents of the principal work ? 

Mr. EVANS replied that about one hundred 
pages were occupied with the titles of acts of Con- 
gress, and nothing else. It was called “ A Synop- 
tical Index.”” Nothing was given as to the nature 
of the laws themselves. All that, indeed, had been 
well given ina very good work, now extant, ““Gor- 
don’s Digest.’’ ‘Then a large number of pages were 
oceupied with the details of returned duties, and the 
substance briefly of certain treasury constructions 
of all the revenue laws ever in existence, whether 
repealed or not. For instance, it gave the tariff of 
Is16, and divers questions relative to the rates of 
duties. And so with that and other laws not now 
in force, and for which others have been substitu- 
ted. Of what earthly importance was it to know 
the construction put on laws existing fifty years 
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ago, and long since repealed? Of what value was 


the information, that twenty-five years ago a for- | 


eign vessel paid this or that tonnage duty? So 
with a great many other matters, entirely obsolete 
—out of date—and the details of which were of no 
possible interest or value now. His memory was 
not very distinct as to the character of other por- 
tions of the work; but at the time, after due exam- 
ination by the committee, it was not regarded as of 
any value. 
their table. 
mental work should be submitted to the Committee 
on Commerce or the Committee on Finance, in or- 
der that they might ascertain whether it was really 
of any value, unless the fact of calling for it inclu- 
ded any expenditure for the preparation of the work. 
According to his recollection—he spoke, however, 
with some hesitancy as to the perfect accuracy of 
his recollection of the matter—it would turn out 
that the work was the result of voluntary effort, 
without any authority at all, made by the compi- 
ler, in the hope that it would be purchased by Con- 
geress. He thought there had been no law to au- 
thorize it. There was an appropriation made three 
or four years ago for a work of this description, 
and the next year an additional appropriation was 


made for its completion, as it had been begun. In- || 


stead, however, of doing what was then in con- 
templation by the head of the department and the 
Committee of Finance, those engaged in the work 


had been going on ever since, making what addi- | 
He (Mr. E.) had an impres- | 
. t . e . e 

sion, derived from information communicated by | 


tions they pleased. 


the late Seeretary of the Treasury, that he suggest- 
ed the stopping of the work altogether; but it was 
earried on voluntarily by the compiler, in expecta- 
tion that Congress would compensate him. He 
supposed that, after all, the object now sought was 


to obtain an appropriation to pay for the compila- 


tion, and then for the printing. Now, as he had 
already said, he had no objection to call for the 


work, unless the call was with the view hereafter | 


of approving the compilation, and printing it. 

Mr. ARCHER thought that he might invoke 
the attention of the Senate to a manifest prejudice 
on the part of his honorable friend from Maine, 


when he said that he did not know anything of the | 


work, and then went into details as to the charac- 
ter of another and diflerent work. 
understood that the whole work was a history ab 
initio of the treasury operations of the United States 
in relation to the custom-houses and land offices. 
He differed from his honorable friend in regard to 
the value of the first part of the work, although 


. . . | 
referring to laws which had been repealed, and the | 


It | 


matters which he had designated * obsolete.’’ 
was desirable to be able to refer to that history, if 
for nd other purpose than to ascertain the modifi- 
cations made in the laws, and in that way to realize 
the benefit of these modifications. But this is an 


addition to the work already authorized and paid | 


for, he supposed, under the appropriation to which 


allusion had been made, and the object of it was to | 


exhibit the modus operandi of the treasury in rela- 
tion to custom-houses, and the public land offices. 
The resolution did not look to any appropriation— 
it merely asked that the compilation already made 
be brought before the committee, so that it might 
be submitted to it; and certainly that would be an 
impartial examination, as the Senators from Maine 
{Mr. Evans] and Missouri [Mr. Benton] were 
members of that committee. The purport of the 


resolution was nothing more than to ask for what | 


was already prepared. Not a farthing was asked 
for the transeription. It was only asked to bring 
the work here, and subject it to the examination 


of a committee, of which two gentlemen opposed | 
to the resolution were members, in order that they | 


might pronounce whether it was of any value or 
not. 

Mr. DAVIS did not rise for the purpose of op- 
posing measures of this sort. He did not know 
what the contents of the work were. But if made 


up of titles to laws which had been repealed, as | 


was the case with regard to most of the revenue 


laws; or, if it were made up of correspondence be- | 
tween the comptrollers and collectors and heads of | 


the department, under the various acts which had 
been framed, he, for one, could not see of what 
possible value the work could be. The corre- 
spondence between the comptrollers and collectors 
of the various districts and the head of the Treas- 
ury Department was very voluminous, and he 
thought that gentlemen would find it to be not only 


BE. 


That portion of the work was now on | 
He had no objection that the supple- | 


He (Mr. A.) | 





very unentertaining, but very uninstructive 
cause it related to matters which had become a part 
|| of the history of the past. Of what importance 
! was it whether duties had been returned or not re. 
\| turned? Occasions had occurred where the duties 
| had been returned by false construction of various 
| acts. How did that happen? Why, one year the 
head of the Treasury Department gave one con- 
struction of an act; next year there would be ap. 
other head and another construction, followed, of 
course, by applications for a return of duties paid 
under the former construction. Such things would 
of course occur so long as men’s minds differed in 
| the construction of the law, but the correspondence 
thus elicited was, in his judgment, of small valye 
He had, however, no sort of objection that the 
work should be called for and examined, if no ex. 
pense were to be incurred. As to the revenye 
laws themselves, they had been very well given jy 
‘* Gordon’s Digest.’? Works giving all the neces. 
sary information as to the operation of the laws 
could be had in any of the booksellers’ shops. 
There was no lack of information on that point. 

Mr. SEVIER regretted that he was not able to 
give the information desired by Senators relative to 
| the contents of the work. He had not been able 
to obtain leisure to visit the department and obtain 
the information. He had been requested to offer 
the resolution, and had complied. But from what 
he had been told, he had no doubt that the work 
was one of merit and value, and should be in the 
possession of the Senate. An accurate knowledge 
of the treasury laws was of obvious importance; 
'| and if the work gave only their titles, it was not 
destitute of interest and value. The Secretary of 
| the Treasury regarded the work asa valuable one. 
| As to the objections relative to expenditures for 
the work, he (Mr. Sevier) would only remark 
that every one who knew him would, he believed, 
acquit him of regarding with favor any movement 
attended by an improper expenditure of the public 
money. He had always been opposed to any un- 
|| necessary printing. But the work had been pre- 
| pared, and he thought that it would be proper to 
examine it, in order to ascertain whether it was 
| worthy of being printed or not. He renewed his 
motion to postpone the further consideration of the 
resolution till ‘Thursday next. 

The motion to postpone was then put and agreed 
to. 
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CLAIMS OF NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


The Senate considered the motion submitted by 

Mr. JARNAGIN, to reconsider the vote here- 
tofore taken upon the question of ordering the bill 
for the payment of the claims of the State of New 
Hampshire against the United States, to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 


Mr. ATHERTON believed that this bill for pay- 
ing the claims of New Hampshire was denied a 
third reading, in consequence of an entire misap- 
prehension on the part of several gentlemen with 
regard to the merits of the claims. It was on their 
representations that they had voted without a tho- 
rough understanding of the question, not having 
had an opportunity of examining it fully, that he 
had been induced to move a reconsideration of the 
vote. It seemed to him that the only objection 
which had been urged against the claims of the 
State of New Hampshire on the Federal Govern- 
ment, had been entirely superseded and done away 
with by the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Wesster,] not then in his seat, in the speech 
which he had made the other day in relation to 
the Ashburton treaty. As he (Mr. A.) understood 
the objection urged against the claims, it was to 
the effect that this territory was always considered 
as within the acknowledged jurisdiction of the State 
of New Hampshire. Now, those who recollected 
the statement made by the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts on the occasion referred to, would 
| remember that he took quite a different view of the 
_ subject. He admitted that, before the award of the 
King of the Netherlands, jurisdiction had been ex- 
ercised by the State of New Hampshire over this 
portion of territory; but he [Mr. Wessrer] assert- 
ed distinctly, not only that the British also claimed 
jurisdiction, but that, after that award was given, 
they undertook to exercise jurisdiction there; and 
the Senator also intimated that there was pretty 
good ground, on the part of the British, for under- 
taking to exercise jurisdiction there, claiming to 
himself a good deal of credit for rescuing the terri- 
‘tory from the British by the treaty which gave !t 
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